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Birnbaum(1992)How Academic Leadership Works: Understanding success and
Failure in the college presidency. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.
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Table 7.20a. Changes in Faculty Participation sinee 1970

Faculty Faculwy Faculty
Control in -~ Control 1970 Control zoo1
1970 E % 2001 E 1970, {matched {marched

%& é 0) % 7]” _'E) i% 7]'] mean (%) institution), il:: :::l;}:;‘t},

mean (%)

Faculty status

1 Appointments of full-time faculty 30.7 1R 72.8
2 Tenure promotions for faculty 35.4 35.1 6.1
Academic operation
3 Decisions about the content of the BB B33 .3
curriculum
4 Sewing degree requirements 81.2 83.0 §8.2
Academic planning and policy
5 Tipes of degrees offered 71.3 714 73.5
6 Relative sizes of the faculty of various 10.0 9.0 33.2
disciplines
7 Construction programs for buildings i1 7.1 8.1
and other facilitics
8 Setting of the average teaching loads 23.7 24.0 386
Selection of administrators and department
chair
9 Appointing the academic dean 13.5 113 29.7
10 Appointing department chairs or heads 21.9 214 i
Financial planning and policy
11 Setting faculty salary scales 6.2 5.1 19.1
12 Decisions about individual fculry .9 6.5 17.5
salaries
13 Short-range budgetary planning 4.4 4.3 16.3
Organization of faculty agencies
|4 Decisions that establish the authority of 459 44.7 6.l
faculty in campus governance
15 Selecting members for institution-wide 0.8 59.3 T8.7

committees, senate, and similar agencies

Nate: Faculty control is the sum of responses for joint action and faculty determination (sec
n. 10 for definitions).

Kaplan, G.E.(2004). “How Academic Ship Actually Navigate”
In Ehrenberg R.G, Governing Academia . NY: Cornell University Press.
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college-president-resigns-under-pressure




TABLE 2. Characteristics of Presidents: 2016, 2011, and 2006 (in percent)

2015 2011 2006
Demographics
Women 1 264 230
Mimority 16.8 116 136
Currently marriad B5.2 B5.0 R
Has children B40 853 357
Edecation
Has PhD ar EdD 795 76.8 750
Presidents’ top three fields of study:
Education or higher education 411 LT 430
Social sciences 1432 119 138
Humanities/fine arts 113 142 137
Cargar History
Prior position
President,/CEQ interim president/CED systerm 139 185 214
CAD or provest/other senior executive in academic affairs/dean® 417 247 438
Other senior campus executive™ 163 119 173
Outside higher education 150 0.3 131
Mever been a faculty member 188 0.4 311
Ever worked outside higher education 580 473 630
AwErage
Age (in years) 617 a0.7 599
Years in presant job 6.5 70 b5
Years spant primarily in the classroom/lab™* 102 96 MA
* Evelinfes dapartment chairs and faculeg

= Reflects sum of ofl sewior executive positions outside academic gffairs.
= This includes oaly those presidents who fndicated hoving spent time primarily fa the classroomdeb.
RA: Dato were not collected, or weve collected in o now-comparable format, in the 2001 suney

TABLE 27. Presidents’ Primary Uses of Time: 2016 (in percent)

Budget/financial management 549

Fundraising 581

Managing & senior-level t2am 420

Governing board relations 332

Enrollment managemeant 313

Strategic planning 291

Community relations 244 (Hj ﬁ)

Communication—internal 234 American College President Study 2017
Perzonnel issues 210

Communication—extarnal 135

Capital improvement projects 172 https://www.acenet.edu/Research-
Academic issues 144 Insights/Pages/American-College-President-
Government relations— state level 143

Shared gowemanca 133 StUdY-aSpX

Accreditation 111 7



BARDAH/INFADER

« YOY LS —LRK), ZIEX IR FEIE AVEE
OON%L\»EE&)%T—&)( EDTHM, M HETZEHI
TEHEMEVIE N ERIZIRIBLAS,

c EHEELRSIE. COERIL—TOERFICHRYNE
s SN BCHENEFTLEOSFRIZKELHER

 BENERARSPERE  BRABOE LA
DAL (SENELNEEITEDH- - )
. BEE(CHERAER >TSS ST KSR

° /\E%}E/ﬁt‘l\j% b\EEL\

 ERE AN —DDMEI- Eh S HZDTHL, 1T
B DR e S oo 72T

I~|: YORZEH>THDE RM R RMEIEENEERA
2B, FDS52 Tt ERb,




HEPRRIEBE FTFEREDLULN?

FRENDRENZERB NG E DRIE

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
U
<E'J$§> E”;( Ez 4] 6 38 _ | 52 |
wa
e % % B 7P _ 50 [ 41 |
B8R ®
%li\ iz [ 12 [ 8 42 ] 33 |
R4 ¥ & §§ EiZ _8 |7 53 | 32 |
<gmE> o o Al | |
S Q
Y % A7 a3 [ 1 49 [ 27 |
o e S - -
A % —
g & FASL 14 | 9 45 | 32 |

OZ#ETS OVTERIRHEITD ObhhoLly O¥d

CE)X1REAZIHAFELSES - BIFRFAE1(2020.2), X2 EXFEFARHAE1(2017.12)

. BHESYRIREES, BUEL. BESWMER,



&

FATLWEVEE

AEREICETIEE - FHELZ - EEE AFREAHEHE TN
DENE 20 431
100% 89% a0
0 83% 35
384?, 73% ;g
70%
60% Y] 5
50% 10
40‘? g
30%
20% 2 2 i
o 7 4 k = = 5 A
. ) D =
g ¥ o & i i 2%
] 2 H T T G &
7 A 7 * g g % 8
I 2 2 5
Z & & A
,5 % % #
HEBHE KL BRAE
BAQERBISABRSERITTLEL EEBLL A LITROEE A
ZHTWTEL. FHEEDET DA BoTWARNERLTLNS

Hit £ TXZFEERERLBHRE](20155F), A : TKZ LREEBHE I (2015F) . [RZFHAHZE | (20134F)
WIFNHTRZOREEEBIPHEEBOMEERICET SEMRLERBIT ) (BBA KR JIBKEX)ICLSHET

IRZLBEEBAE I KRFHEREIFTRERRKRFE KERE -BERMEL2—TEE 10



TPHATIVUD)—F—ZhEGT L

Academic Administrator’s Eﬁﬁfﬁ%
Guide to Exemplary MRS !

Leadership (2003) y B
1. J—=F =y T EIXARIBERTHD
. BEOIBEBIC)—4— 0 APREIEN
ELTORENZRI=T=OHIC 3. EDaVOHEEFIZESTENMEDIT &
LEGERZS . BEOTOERELEE &

5. TEERITEEHMLIIEE &
6. PAIR[ZTHELEL

LR 7 %—@—b\yﬂi?&f@)&w%wﬁ
: 2

BERTRoND . #ERBIERD)—F—2vTREFIIGYERLD !



(%)
THA)NDHARICHBDRIZD)—F—vT
* The College Administrator’s Survival Guide (Gunsalus,2006)
« BREICEDGERZHRILTAENBER-9DDER

« ORWECRH
« BREXIHY, SIERIT-EA, FRIRISERLEW2-30 BIZZBAEICEST S
(X ZDFEZETEHRYRLIZLY)

- QHAFDEAHEL R EA

« QMBITHTIERELEE (Be@EEABETARMER
c @Az H—iav BHICEKEBENDEEM

« ONFE-NEDEH

- @EFFEBOEST (BaRBEHEAELAENS)

« DFERNBREDIEST

c @FHENHEE REEnsfiBiRs<nBsa. £KIED2)
- QRERIERETFIEBDRIT

IWEEF2019T7ADDKREZDEHK - FRRD)—F —2vT—HNANILH(RFDEN] 12
mAERSEFRIZER)—F - vTDOEHIREER. $£3E



IAROANE ) =T — D

c TEDHNZIWNHASAEEDT-9FN (L) —F —y
TIZE>THRYDI-3ZENMN IR AN LLTHT:
Béh% (:l‘yg_ZOOZ) o

s IRTAUE
OFTELEELFHEERTE. QM EAMBLE.
@ hO— )L LR EMER
» )J—E =T
DAFMEHRTETS.QFDARIZHEIFAZT2=r— 3,
QEFR—a L EEHRE

‘BN EREEADAUAEA—TEOLNSHR

[Za LY,

a3y -ayA—2002[ %L E HIBEBP1t



EEnf=F&K0O*LEF POTips

c AUREA—RAEIL. FRELTERLTWAZEIZHBEELA LGNS
o« =R —wTHRODTHROPMESRIIYETITES, MANE,
« M&Ee (ERIMFEEN) — BB DEEL B NEFIE N
- HEHRE (BEDSI, R EEELR)
- BRDEAZEEICHMOITUEZAS(F—T—F, FyyFaE—)
e OAZaZH 13y TEIZFEZEC(IENEES %
- PHEBE(BEERBEN) — EDaVPBEDRTEFDENR
 RBRENT7IMIEDC(RE., BRPHEDIKREES)
o IR, FEAFTEIDER. BIB. ROF-5PVIRZE F
- FROGEHEBOFNS (HEEBELTEI) L TR KA
HETHMELTWVSatitE

 FRORBEBROABREHTREELLTORENECHELTLE
N, ACEBTLRBOEAN KT RALMS, (WH2019)

HEAERF01ER -4 —2 9T DOEBIRES 14



sae ) DYFE LN EBR{ESIN TULVELY

.

D&

PHEEE (B4

e
AL

RES1_FA

E)

70.0%

4 E

—— 1R ——1~4t

60.0%

50.0%

A\
\o\

40.0%

30.0%

V»\(

20.0%

10.0%

0.0%

= B HEEERER

= ETH QRS L R o O B R (i
8- HUEE{82)

£ B dHEmERR

o' <FHEISNeI IV

X" FEE- D XICHRIVE Y ER

C <UL RIRNEIUPOER

00" SFER, - Ph4H 13V SHBIR v S HEre
#=R

£ <ENDLD— DK RER

T REEIRNVENER

w=" RER, - PhAH U U KPS IRE Rl
RER

e

" EREHITE SRRR I ER

=" KFSE VoS mWEINER

o bk - KWL S FVER

o' BHLh—JND—L @R

@ WINT - BTN ER

I5

EERSH |

~

KERAZAFRE -BEAR L 2T RKZLREEBOTRKEGREE!
(20155F k) DAHIEREY FAIKZFDH)



HEDZSMDHY Hri=

c EHRELTORFHR
- EFREM. PSSO TELEL-HHE
s EAPTHRMAENBEEMIZHIBICTEAHEXTFD
- HBEDZKME - HEF. AR, Tnozx@EL-t="Hik
s BEDAEICOLWTHEENEZ (EERICELIERRTE
TI37%<)
SEEDSMOEAZEZLSVENDH D HEFRTEL)
(FHEMNEEMNSTYTLE L. KREFIFTIR)
« overmanaged institutionalised mistrust (Deem2007) >EF§
BOBREMEZEHLES
« FAJALDLLEETRL AL
« EFRIRNIILDHBEEFDERZRRT HHEBDORMAS
s BEMLTERDSIM (GRot=AA—UhE-hTINVS?)
o HEHATE FIZM LK)

Deem, R., Hillyard, S. & Reed, M. (2007). Knowledge, Higher Education and the New Managerialism.
The Changing Management of UK Universities. Oxford: Oxford University Press




HEDIASVMAVRDIRTEER

HEEICSHE HBEERFEZR
f8h = %5 1+ 1= Ly LTLWERL

RELRR AE BRELER AE

L A N L =R E=ER = -
(E %0 sokok sokok [FEELEHT-LD REEZREAFRLL
fmZEE (40-49)
REfE | {RZE1E (50-59) 0.064 + 0. 005
{7 2 {i5 (60-) 0.079 % 0.044
_ 2 ~0.011 0.072 o N
RO ;iﬁfﬁﬁwﬁm ~0.060 %  0.011 ’ RlREEL B D& _?EEE{%O)F&]%E(:!:
Sl CERE T 0. 025 0,011 HI=LY HHRDSELNS T
BHEEOX ﬂﬁf&if@egi@ﬁmﬁ 0.116  #*x 0. 061 [CEMN->TLVS
T HBROBERENATFRE  -0.023 0. 053 HEDAHRBMIEL
HEBEOBZICAN > TITE 0.102  *++  0.106 Hokok \ [\
THENERIATND L EBOHTL
BREDEAY - EFHIR 0.115 xkk  0.076 *
ENREREA TN
ATCTELFHENER | 0193 ok 0005 R<EOHT=L ETAIRY 0N
ShTWLd
HRTEAIHEMEOER 0.230 Kokok 0.309 Kokok
A=W A
HITERA O M 0.029 0.034
man BATEADDERDLEAA -0.118  #+xx  -0.039 HITHDEHLH HITEEA~DEE &
WTH HY. BENGERREN 20T (4 B8 %
f‘FIJ ﬁ‘l‘J é *L é - 71N 7l
F & 39.500 %k | 13.207 | wk
AEEH R2 F 0.368 0. 156

RERRFERZFRE - BERAR 4T RZICETHERRELEEICE T HHE 1 (20134) 17
YT



\

—BERMEE D) —4F — v T ?

s AR —FOREDHEDLEN,
* ERULANILDHELY | FRIEERH D,
- ZEREHBDEMS ?
- B FRRM. EHBRRRMR
» BBREHERLT HHBLEAD -
- A BERRR (FHRRR) -FRRK
- BER.EFRARICEETSFERDY
¢« BETIE XMEE - ROVEKRTOREREARNSLE

- B AHMER XILEE DAL HEL, WHEET
ZHTRZQEENEIND,

lin

Jlnl

mAERAF. IWEEX. 8 KMTE., THEF2022IEILRFZOEFHRBBOMBLTZELT DL ITKFREIFS4E. 37-638

mMAEAF. /MR EX, B, 2B L2022 A KZOBEREZROBRICETI—ERITKEREBREARIFE12E.
1-16 8



HENLDXIEEXS

c EQXIGHBEMEZT DD
c HEEDERLELTEBDYZAEL

cHLVBEDERSTART 254 HE 0L EEDH
2 HBEAEAPELLIBAT L REDFED S
FfEE R ICHAT Ao,

« FRICEALSD T, EENDIEETFE
BAHAZEIEARA R,

%UD‘VD"D'J'( BRALTWEVELH D, FHNEZT
e j][lz_;h«(j:/ﬁd-_ﬁ EE Tl

I




F CORRERF(ZXY
— B =T DRAAILILRLS

FRIZEAETOHEHNHFLETOHBERD L

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

“I;JI
,<|I |

fﬁ (N=245) 20.8 13.5 9.9 16.7 40.0

(N-48) (63| 188 —

Z’ (N=39) 34.2 15.8 7.9 23.7 18.4
1\’2 (N=159) 22.0 17.0 | 11.9 | 14.5 34.6

O0%F Mm1—-5%F 0O6—10F O11—20F O21FLLE
CGEERERRFIEKEEBRAEI(2015) . FRAZDAMEYE FRUMEFEE-HRARETOHFFBEILVER

s ENXIIAHEEEIZELIZFERMENZOD, A -FANITETRERDZD

—ANEFEH. S EBENT, FROMAEINEYEGTD,
20



R n.EE

c HEMNEDELOTHERZFEL. ED KD %%UT%OD
N, BRIEEOCAREAZEEL-ZEDELE

« SR HEBEDRIE. TR RDIEX(L
e F EHEAN2023[ REZLINNTE =T HH\ (FRFE]

=)

s REBREIIFERIZESDTEALD, KEDFEILIZ
BEMIRZBLTAMZERT HICEIZHSD,

* TDBRRZTTNDEOS I ARESHENHY SNT-
EERELDIZHD,




R

JARA— 04 LY N KR TEDRADELAETHH TU=FFIZ,
COFRREFZRIE. TIVAMCHANET O U DBURIFEE
TLRTHRAT=ELVD, (246H)

EBN-EEEELIT. HBOMEICE>THEIN S0 TIF%L,

BB DIES (integrity) . OB REFLEHEDERICHALELIE
THEANDERIZE > THIBIEINEZIRETHD, " FEEHHBEXITOKREIE
MDWHIELEIEFHREFEBICHIBEL T, HESNE-BHERIZE-T
EANGZITNIEGSELD, FNITERDEROEEOREBZ-. BEED
FHEEIZEHOTXZON, BUONGTNIEAESEL, BEERICEALTIX
FTRTDOARIZREDEFNEZZITNIELGLEWL, FLT, F2ITHLNT
BELGRLIGS>TWSDMHES (integrity) LD TH S, (258H)

KELARAY—1996[ 7 A)HDKZ-HLyP <WETHR> —KEHEFRE
~DRE—IENRFELHIRER (FZE (X “The College; The Undergraduate
Experience In America,” 1987)&k Yk #%:

22



FEH

D =R —29THRAEIZEWNT, falhhHhmh-oT
LoD H
- BMEBIZHL. HELDEEFEOY—F—1 v
- HEIHCADEE M. LIZKEDS N
@ BADIVKDEZHEBELZOH
- POY LR ETIEL L - SEEAERIL T IRE
- LEDOS MM ELEHATNS?
. HFEHEDREB
@ EDLS3GHYM-EHEILESLLDHM
- BESMEFTOEE(FEBTHILELED)
- EREFDHITE. HRBE. EHNEEDODLVIT L

23



	大学組織と�学長リーダーシップ
	はじめに
	学長リーダーシップ研究
	共同統治（shared governance）
	スライド番号 5
	構成員からの信頼・信任が不可欠
	スライド番号 7
	日本のガバナンスの議論
	権限強化型は学長もつらい!?
	学んでいない管理職
	アカデミックリーダーに必要なこと
	（参考）�アメリカのガイドにみる現場のリーダーシップ
	マネジメントとリーダーシップ
	優れた学長の共通点やTips
	Ｐ機能（目標達成能力）が弱いと再任されていない
	教員の参加のありかた
	教員のコミットメントの規定要因
	二頭型組織のリーダーシップ？
	社会からの支援と支持
	学長までの経験等により�リーダーシップのスタイルは異なる
	大学組織の運営
	スライド番号 22
	まとめ

