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There no disagreenent over what the main "'4'l",A....Jl.Iii:»

secorrlary education in Minnesota: quality programs, access to pro-

grams, student choice in selecting a program, cost effective Qp&'cltJ.OrlS

and. equitable funding policies" The state has made impressive to

achieve these goals" OUr policies of constructing campuses in areas

of the state, generous appropriations to maintain quality p.~:ogra:rns while

keeping tuition rates law, well fun:1ed financial aid programs needy

students, and interstate reciprocity agreements give Minnesota a high rank

in the indices that measure state effort in post secondary, education ..

These goals have not changed an:l should not change in ahead"

Yet circumstances have changed that require policy changes to continue to

achieve these goals" Revenue shortfalls in the current biennium already

have exposed urderlying weaknesses in current policies" Multiple cuts and

unfurrled obligations in the budgets of our post secondary systans will

erode quality if they haven't already" Artificial caps on state grants to

needy students have .impringed on access and choice" When projections of

continUed fiscal limits and enrollment declines are added to our wrrent

difficulties, it is clear ~1at new policies are required for the 1983-85

biennium and beyond" we must target our limited resources an:i put incen-

tives in place that support our goals in changed

The Governor's 1983-85 biennial budget five policy reocmnen-

dations which, taken together, oonstitute a plan for post ecluca-

tion in times of fiscal restraint when enrolJments have am are

projected to decline ..

l" Average Cost Furrling policy

This policy relates funding policy to level of instruction cost

program" It is a policy that determines amount of



expenditures, 75% of post budgets as shown on page 7 .. The

tables on 9 - 12 the average cost policy determines in-

structional expenditures in post secondary education ..

Urder the Governor' s plan, as recarmend.ed by the Task Force on the

Future Fundi.rg of Post secondary Education, the effects of enrollment de-

.... .ll..A.dI.IlI;;;;hll are by applying a lag when matching enrollments

with progr'am .. This buffer gives the governing boards time to plan

for resources to projected enrollment declines.. It

also avoids problem of inaccurate enrollment estimates since we are

dealing with of enrollment.. A further has been

applied to the state Universities arrl Carmunity Colleges to deal with the

large numbers of "bulge&! students they have absorbed. This buffer will

disappear when enrollments drop below the bulge level .. '

Dollars follow students under an average cost funding policy. There

are no special arrangements such as the core funding at Southwest state

University and Metropolitan State University.. SbJrlents will decide, by

their choice in selecting the prog-ram that ~st meets their needs for a

price, which programs survive arrl which ones do not.. This is the best way

to quality of programs with reduced resources.. Governing boards

will have a powerful incentive to maintain quality programs that meet

student danand.. l'he state's interest will be served also by this incentive ..

2.. Tilition PoliS'

rrhe table on page 13 shows wition revenues as a precentage of in­

structional cost, now am under the Governor's proposal.. The table on

page 14 multiples,these percentages times the instructiona1 cost determined

by average cost funding to produce tuition revenues.. These revenues

divide:i by enrollments determine the annual average tuition rates.. These
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rates, in turn, must be converted by governing boardS into rates students

pay who are enrolled in specific institutions·.

The Governor's tuition policy serves the goals enumerated above. It.

achieves equal proportions of tuition related to instructional cost by 1985

in three of the four systems while substantially increasing the proportion

for the. AVTI's. Thus students in all the public institutions are financing

a more comparable proportion of the cost of their education than they do

now. Second, it restores and prbtects the qual~ty of programs by generating

a higher .level of funding than would otherwise be possible given our fiscal

constraints. Third, it provides an incentive to hold down program'costs so

as to keep tUItion rates as low as possible.

3. Financial Aid Policy

Rising education costs combined with cutbacks in state and federal financial

aid programs will undermine our educational goals absent a policy to deal

with them. The Governor's plan includes an 80% increase in appropriations

for state grants and scholarships in F.Y. 1985 compared with F.Y. 1983.

His plan also includes a different means of allocating these monies among

needy students; a method known as 50% Shared Responsibility.. Full funding up

to 50% of educational cost is proposed beginning in F.Y. 1984 for the public

systems. A four-year phase in culminating with full funding with a tuition

ceiling equal to public instructional cost in F.Y. 1987 is recommended for the

private sector. See the table on page 15 for the distribution of state

dollars by' system and sector that results.

The Governor's financial aid policy relates to our educational goals

as follows.

The table on page 16 shows how the Governor's policy impacts typical

students compared with current policy. The Governor's proposal targets

aid to the needier students. It also equalizes the student's share
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for students at a given level of cost. Thus the policy is more

equitable in the 'distribution of available financial aid funds ..

The Governor's mition policy will raise the cost of education, sub-

stantially at sane financial aid policy is designed to

ensurethat not deny access to needy students who

qualify for admission.. The, table on page 17 shows how the policy targets

a proportion of to the students fran incane families ..

,The on 18 tuition rates with levels of fi~cial aid ..

The wition will be matched by a n equal or greater increase in

for the typical student whc i~ eligible for financial aid ..

No student who willing to undertake a reasonable burden of \'IlOrk arrl

loans will be denied access because of financial need ..

Rising costs and limits on public financial aids have begun to price

needy out of our private colleges.. The financial aid policy is

designed to restore and keep the private sector as a viabl~ option for

students who qualify for financial aid 'rills expands the program choice

for students.. This does not benefit the students alone.. It

the to maintain and improve

quality as for students.. It, is in the state's in-

terest to match quality students with quality programs regardless of financial

The diagram on page 34 shows hON the Governor's policy achieves full

funding F .. Y.. 1987 for the private sector ..

The table on page 35 provic;ies a rough estJJuate of the fiscal consequences

of the Governor I s recent reciprocity agrement with the Governor of \";;isconsin ..

It allows a Minnesota student to enrol~ in a prOJram in Wisconsin for the

same price that would be paid in ~1innesot(1 for a similar program, thereby
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contributing to the. goal of ~quity in financing. Students enrolling at

Wisconsin institutions will pay the same tuition they would have paid at

a similar Minnesota institution. It eliminates any financial incentive

for a Minnesota student to matriculate to Wisconsin. The policy ~llows

a Minnesota student to enroll at River Falls State or stout State, for

example, without adverse financial consequences. Again we come to a policy

that maintains the program choices available to Minne~ota students, increases

program competition, reduces program duplica tion, ',and, therefore,' preserves

program quality in the long run. All of our interstate tuition. reciprocity

agreements serve this purpose ..

5. Governance Policy

The policies described above set fiscal amounts' for instructional

expenditures, tuition revenues, financial aids, and interstate tuition

reciprocity. Under the Governor's plan, governing boards will have the

authority and responsibility to allocate the instructional expenditures

among their programs and set the various tuition rates that students pay.

These boards must decide what program options will be offered at what

institutions for what price and how these programs relate to the ones

available in Minnesota and in neighboring states~ The boards must decide

how to cut, merge, or eliminate campuses, colleges,.or programs as their

funding declines along with their enrollments. The Governor's plan for

post secondary education includes the following measures designed ·to en­

hance the boards' ability to make these d~fficult decisions.

- Legislation necessary to remove obstacles to educational decisions.

- Recognition that the instructional cost tuition policy applies only

to state funding policy. Governing boards should have no restr ictions

on their authority to set tuition rates according to level of instruction,

cost of program, geographical location, or other criteria as long as they

remain within the tuition revenue total determined by the tuitlon policy.
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- Carryover authority between years in a biennium and a limited amount

from biennium to biennium for the community colleges and state universities.

This would give these two systems similar financial flexibility to that

enjoyed now by the University and AVTI's.

- Assurance that non-state funds attracted by our post-secondary insti­

tutions will not be used to supplant state appropriations. We should en­

courage them· to seek the maximum amount possible of such funds.

- Authority to set faculty salaries withiD the level of funding

specified and within the provisions of the Public Employee Labor Relations

Act. Governing boards wlll decide the mix of salary, supplies, and equip­

ment that best ensures the quality of their programs.

- Creation of a new, separate governing board for the Area vocational­

Technical Institutes. An essential component of the Governor's plan is for

governing boards to allocate funds among programs and institutions accord­

ing to their program priorities. This is not possible corrently because

the bulk of AVTI funding is allocated to institutions according to a

formula specified in statute.

It is the Governor's belief that these fi~e policies best meet our

post-secondary educational goals within the demographic and fiscal cir­

cumstances.confronting us in the foreseeable future.

Projections Beyond the 1983~85 Biennium

The table on page 37 projects the fiscal consequences of the Governor's

plan to the 1985-87 biennium. It is assumed that a 6% inflation adjustment

has been applied to each of the funding cells. F.Y. 1984 and F.Y~ 1985

enrollments drive instructional expenditures. We begin to see the effect

of combining declining enrollment and average cost funding. Instructional

cost grows less than the rate of inflation because enrollments decline

1.0% in 1984 and 1.6% in 1985.
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The table on the next page projects these funding policies for the

1986-1995 decade in constant 1985 dollars. It is assumed also that student

behavior will not be influenced ~y the Governor's plan. Obviously this is

an erroneous assumption in the sense that overall enrollment projections

are never exactly correct. There is bound to be some change in enrollment'

mix within the cost cells, among the systems, between sectors, etc. The

intent here,' however', is to demonstrate the dynamics of the Governor's

plan while holding the variables constant. Actual real costs, tu~tion revenues,

tuition rates, an~ 'financial aids would be different but the basic rela­

tionship between enrollment and funding would not change_

Two points merit special attention from these projections. First,

there is a decline in real expenditures as enrollments drop. The decline

is not exactly parallel to the fall in enrollment because of the two-year

lagged application and because of the bulge adjustment for the community

colleges and state universities. Second, tuition rates do fluctuate in

real terms due to the two-year lagged application. The table on page 39

projects average tuition rates for students at the University. Onc~ tuition

revenues reach 35% of the instructional cost and are held at that pro­

portion, students will be spared future sharp increases in real terms.

Indeed they will be at a peak level in F.Y. 1986. It is important to

consider the 1983-85 increases in this context.
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INSTRUCTIONAL VS. NON-INSTRUCTIONAL COSTS

ADJUSTED.F.Y. 1983 BASE BUDGET

INSTRUCTIONAL % OF NON-INSTR. OPERATING I

SYSTEM COST INSTR. COST COST BUDGET

AVTI $ 126,591,300 88.6% $ 16,268,000 $ 142,859,300

I
CCS 62,758,700

I
89,4% 7,412,700 70,171,400

I

SUs. 126,058,800 I 91 .2% 12, 197 , 600 138,256,400
I

I II

I IUM 229,576,280 j 61 .2% 145,599,420 375,175,700
I I

I
!
:

I I

!: !

I I
I

TOTAL $ 544,985,080
I

75%
I

$ 181, 477 , 720 I $ 726, 462 ,800
I

I
I ,

i !

i i I I
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AVERAGE COST FUNDING

,CATEGORIES FOR FUNDING

LOW COST MEDIUM COST HIGH COST
I

LEVEL COST* OFFERED BY COST* OFFERED BY COST* OFFERED BY I

PROFESSIONAL
I

$ 7~042 U~~ $ 13 ~ 127 UM $ 17,041 UM !
j

I
I

GRADUATE 5,059 UM 6,676 UM 8~863 , UM I
3,642 SUS 4;401 SUS 4,792 SUS

UPPER 4,290 ' UM 6,613 UM 11,755 UM
DIVISION I

3,552 SUS 3,999 SUS I 5, 128 SUS
i

I

2,958 SUS
I 2,865 UM 4,800 UM 7,616 UM
I LOWER 4',647 AVTII DIVISION

I
2,836 CCS 3,403 AVTI 4, 138 SUS
2,782 AVTI ! 3,020 CCS 3,911 CCSI

" j

I
I SUS $882
I BULGE
! FUNDING ! CCS $845

;

*Cost is per rYE student based on F.Y. 1981 expenditures updated to F.Y. 1983.
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AvP-...RAGE COST FUNDING

UNIVERSITY OF IyIINNESOTA

F.,Y .. 1984 F.Y G 1985

Level Program F.Y., 83 F.Ye 84 Total F.Y. 85 Total
of Cost Program Program FeY e 82 Instructional Program FeYe 83 Instructional

Instruction Level Cost Cost Enrol.lnlent Expenditure Cost Enrollment Expenditure

Lovl $ 7,042" $ 7 394 5,256 $ 38 862 900 $ 7,764 5,384 $ 41 801,400

Professional Medium $13 127 $13,783 445 $ 6,133,400 $14,472 442 $ 6 396 600

High $17 041 $17,893 990 $ 17 714,100 $18,788 949 $ 17,829,800

Low $ 5 059 $ 5,312 2,496 $ 13 258 800 $ 5 578 2 518 $ 14 045 400

Graduate MedilJln $ 6,676 $ 7,010 1 765 $ 12,372 700 $ 7 361 1 780 $ 13 102 600

High $ 8,863 $ 9,306 271 $ 2,521 900 $ 9 771 281 $ 2,745,700

LOll $ 4,290 $ 4,505 15 617 $ 70,354,600 $ 4,730 15,755 $ 74 521 200

Upper Hedium $ 6,613 $ 6,944 921 $ 6,395,400 $ 7 291 889 $ 6 481 700Division I

High $11 755 $12,343 19 234,500 $12,960 20 259 200

La.l $ 2,865 $ 3,008 18,539 $ 55 765 300 $ 3,158 18,484 $ 58 372,500

LowoJ Medium $ 4,800 $ 5,04"0 3,209 $ 16,173,400 $ 5,292 3 167 $ 16,759,800Division

High $" 7 ,616 $ 7,997 147 $ 1 175,600 $ 8 397 139 " $ 1,167,200

TOTAIS 49,675 $240,962,600 49,808 $253 483 100

I
OJ

I



AVERAGE COST FUNDING
STATE UNIVERSITY SYSTEM

F .. Y.. 1984 F .. Y.. 1985

Level Program F ..Y.. 83 FeY .. 84 Total F.Y .. 85 Total
of Cost Program Program F ..Y.. 82 Instructional PrOgram F .. Y.. 83 Instructional

Instruction Level Cost Cost EnrolJ..rrent Ex"o?j1diture Cost EnrolJ..rrent Expenditure

LCNl $3,642 $4,352 73 $ 317,700 $4,570 70. $ 319,900

Graduate i·1ediulll $4,401' $5,259 51 $ 268,200 $5,522 50 $ 276 100

High $4,792 $5,727 1,054 $ 6 035,700 $6,013 1,022 $ 6,,145,100

Low $3,552 $4 245 9,692 $ 41,139 400 $4,457 9,607 $ 42,817 500

Upper
:·Jedium $3 .. 999 $4 779 3,407 $ 16 .. 281,500 $5,018 3 031 $ 15 208 .. 900Division

High $5 128 $6,128 561 $ 3,437,800 $6,434 537 $ 3,455 300

Low $2 958 $3 535 16,802 $ 59,392,400 $3,712 17 321 $ 64 288 300

Lower
:·1ediumDivision -- -- -- - -- -- --

High $4,138 $4 945 1 224 $ 6,052,600 $5,192 1,163 $ 6,038,500

BUlge $ 882 $1,767 5 319 $ 9,400,900 $1,856 4,788 $ 8,885,500

TOI'ALS 38,183 $142,326,200 37,589 $147,435,100

i
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AVERAGE COST RJNDING

COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTRM

FeYe 1984 FoY e 1985

Level of F.Y. 1983 FeY. 84 F.Y. 82 FYE Total Instructional F.Y. 85 F.Y. 83 FYE Total Instructional
Instruction Cost Cost Enrollment Expenditure Cost Enrollment Expenditure

L Low $2,836 $2 978 11,197 $33,344 700 $3 127 11,349 $35,488 400
0
i,'l
E HediulTl $3,020 $3,171 5,034 $15,962,800 $3 330 5 046 $16 803 200R

,

L High $3 911 $4 107 3 169 $13 015 100 $4 313 3,005 $12,960 600E
V
E Bulge $ 845 $2,034 4,179 $ 8,500 100 $2 136 4,327 I $ 9 242,500L

TOTALS 23,579 $70,822,700 23 727 $74,494,700



AVERAGE COST FUNDING

AREA VOCATIONAL TECHf:\JICAL INSTI'IUIES

F"Y .. 1984 F .. Y" 1985

Level of F .. Y 1983 F .. Y.. 84 F"Y .. 82 FYE. Total Instructional F"Y .. 85" F .. Y.. 83 FYE Total Instructional
Instruction Cost Cost Enrollment "P.'x ~f Ii'"' iture Cost Enrol.lm2nt Expenditure
L
0 LOll $2,782 $2",921 13 072 $ 38,183,300 $3 067 13,333 $ 40,892,300
W
E
R Hedium $3,403 $3,573 11 660 $ 41,661,200 $3 752 11,893 $ 44 622 500

L
E High $4 647 $4 879 9 766 $ 47 648,300 $5 123 9,961 $ 51,030,200
V
E
L

TOTALS 34,498 $127,492,800 35,187 $136,545,000

C'-.
r--
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GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDATIONS

TUITION REVENUES

AS A

PERCENTAGE OF INSTRUCTIONAL COST

I

SYSTEM F. Y. 1983 F.Y. 1984 F.Y. 1985 !
I

AREA VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL
INSTITUTES 15% 20% 25%

COMMUNITY COLLEGES
I

29% 33% 35% i

I
I I

STATE UNIVERSITIES 26% I 30% 35%I

I !
I :

~
! I,

UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA ! 32% 33% 35%I
i I

)
I iI

I
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GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDATIONS

I I 1 I

F.Y. 1984 F. Y. 1985
I

SYSTEM F.Y.1983 I
!

INSTRUCTIONAL COST j

I

AVTI $ 126,591,300 $ 135,860,200 $ 146,978,800

ICCS 62,758,700 70,822,700 74,494,700
I

SUS
I

126,058,800 142,326,300 . 147,435,200
IUM I 229,576,280 240" 96?, 500 253,482,900

!
TOTAL I $ 544,985,080 $ 589,971,700 $ 622,391,600i

i
. .

% INCREASE I -- 8.3% 5.5%

TUITION REVENUES

AVTI $ 19,200,000 $ 26,052,837 $ 36,862,526

i CCS 18,275,400 23,371,500 26,073,100

SUS I 31,929,400 42,697,800 51,602,400
! UM I 72, 101 ,600 79,517,610 88,719,020

TOTAL j $ 141,506,400 $ 171,639,747 $ 203,257,046
I

18.4%i% INCREASE I - ; 21.3%

TUITION RATES

; AVTI I
$ 543 $ 775 $ 975!

CCS I 771 985 1,099
i SUS i 849

I -\ , 164

I
1,436I

UM 1,448 i -\ ,640 . 1,887 .
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MINNESOTA STATE SCHOLARSHIP A:~1) GHANI' PROGRAJ1
DISTRIBUITOO OF STATE GRANT OOILARS BY SYSTEM: AND SECIOR

r~vernor?s Reoomwendation
Current

F.,Yc> 1983 F.,Y" 1983 F.,Y" 1984 F"Y o 1985
System!Sec'tQr_ Dollars C' Dollars C"' . Dollars (;i Dollars C'_1_o_· 10 _10_ --.&.-

A\7'fIs $ 3, 292 10" sc;, <" 5,281,704 13,,0% :) 6,245,9G4 13oZ~ S G 985 13,,3%y

Colleges 934,898 6,,6 642 7,,5 3,283,160 G.9 444 480 6.5

State Universities 4 0 448.640 15,,2 6,963,900 17,,1 8 59D 18,,3 9.965.956 18A9

University of Hinnesota 5 881,320 20,,1 8 414,815 20" 7 9 292,472 19.7 10 329 200 19~G

Subtotal Public S 52" n'c: S 23,690 JI 061 58.36 S 27,479.186 58.D S 30,725,043 58.3%
i

L.D
~

Private Four-Year 11.398.068 39.0 13.609 .100 335 16,010 787 33 9
i

18,128 370 34,,4

Private Two-Year 416 370 8 3 3,327,968 8 2 3 774,242 8.0 3,847.032 7.3

Private S 13,814,438 47.3% S 16,937 w068 41,,~ .:? 21 975

TOTAL S 29,216,588 100 $40 $ $ 52 700 445



MINNESOTA STATE SO1OLARSI lIP A"fD GJ1J\NT' PROnnAM
CXJ\tPAHlSON OF CUHREN'l' APPHOJ\OI A.."n) CnVERNOH'S ·.rmCXllVfl\1.EUDJ\'l'ION FDH a)ST SHJ\HIN(~ .

1\'1' r110'; lJNIVEHSITY OF MINNESOTA IN 11m lDH2-H~l StlICX)L YEAH

47 0 5% $ 2.174 5O,,(Y!o
32,,4 1,410 32.4
4,,6 200 4.6

13.0
100 $ 4,348 100.0%

50.0%
5 0 7

18 0 4
25,9

100 0 0%

50.0%
50.0
0.0
0,0

100 0 0%

800

$ 2,174
2,174

-<J-.

$ 2,174
250

13 1%
50,,0

0,,0

54,,0% $ 2,174 50 0 0%
0 0 0 -0- 0 0 0'

21,,8 048 21,,8
24,2 1.226 28.2

loo.eN) $ 4,348 l00.(J:~

~)II •()f}l

5.7
18,,4
21,,3

100.0%

Student A: $15,000 Family Income

Student1
'S :J,350

Parent -0-
Pell Grant B4B
State Grant 1.050

Cost $ '1, ~MR

Student 13: ~1H,'l50 Family InCOIl1e

Stud(mt1 c' ~, ]7:l'I)

Parent 250
Pell Grant 800
State Grant D2!)

Cbst $ 4,348

Student C: S28;:~5() Family Income

Student1
~ 2 ,OG:~

Parent 1,410
Pell Grant 200
State Grant 675

Cost ~ 4,34B

Student I): $31,400 Family I nc<'){Il(~

Student1 $ 1,874
Parent ~~, 174
Pell Grant -0-
State Grant 300

Cost . S 4, :34H

Lute student share of educa,tional cost ean be covered by. any conbination of
the followlng: savings, current earnings, borrowing, private scholarships

.or grant a..ssistance controlled by the school fina,ncial aid office"
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HI:N:'llif'illA STATE SOIOLARSHIP MJD GRANT PRQGRA:"l
DISTRIBtJrION, OF SlATE GRANT IDLlARS BY AVERAGE FA1,UI.;~~ I~~m,rE

('JOvernor I S Ile()()l'!'T,1endation
Current

F"Y" 1983, F"l, 1983 F"Y G 19&1 F.Y. 1q85
Family I neane Dollars ("' Dollars ~ Dollars l Dollars c;

_'_J_ --'-(/- --'-
Less than $16 J 525 S G, 592 ~ s.qs 2~. ()C; S 10, 951~ :~6 27" S 12 ~ 700. 36 7 26.gr;, ~ 14.027 . .540 2G.~

~IG,525 - ~21JG80 4 797,072 IG.4 7, 758~ 5G3 19,,1 8 746,4 7~J If5.,5 0, -185,290 18.0

821.681 - S25, 500 5,043,075 17,,3 7,930,212 ID e 5 8,906,232 18.8 0.6G3.417 18.4

S25 501 - S28 42G 3,419,451 11.7 5 04C ,L199 12 4 5,870,925 10 L1 6 546.18G 12.4£..; ...

:328.,427 - 330,308 795,827 G 1 1,819,486 4 5 :2 :l06 )206 5 1 ::: 394,572 5.5

More than $30. 888 2,952,044 10.1 823,918 2 0 1,117,963 2 8 1,914,371 3.G i
f'..
,--

I

Subtotal Dependent S 24 em 367 84,,0: S 34,329,924 84.5~ S 39.938,262 8405~ S 44,531 876 84 5~

Subtotal Indenendent $ 4 j GIB 15.8% s 6.297 .205 15,,5~ S 7.325.953 15.5~

TOTAL S 29 216,588 CF: ~ 40 627,129



.\J..L.l.'U'U:4JU.I.~ STATE SGIOLARSHIP ~ID GRANT PROGRAM
TUITION AND AVERAGE GRA.Vf BY SYSTEM OR INSTITUTIQ.'l

~... "'"" .....""""'"' ...... s Reccmnendation
Current

F"Y" 1983 F"Y" 1984 F"Y" 1985
Grant Average Grant as % Average Grant as % Average Grant as ~

System/Institution Tuition Grant of Tuition Tuition Grant of Tuition Grant

AVTls St:~t:P S 543 S 40~ 74" S 775 $ 748 5% $ 975 S 839 86.:t~

543 045 192,,4 775 408 181.7 975 1.485 152. ::

Collehre5 State
~ S 851 S 55" S 985 S 76. $1,099 S 808 73.5~

851 1 024 120,,3 985 1.324 134.4 1.099 1.369 124 6

State Lniversities State S 848 S 456 53,,8% Sl,l64 s 813 G9.8% 433 S 930 64,,~

848 1,09-3 129,,6 1,164 1,471 126,,4 1 433 572 109" 7
OJ
...-

i

University of \linn State a 31,448 S 629 43,,4% Sl,G40 s 966 58,,9% Sl,887 ,072 56.~

Qlnbined 1.448 1.175 81,,1 1,G40 555 94,,8 1,887 1.650 87.4

St. Thomas State a
b

22,,7:0 S4 880c Sl,62~ ·33.3% &C),567c $1,8~ . 33.fF-$4,250 S ~
Ca;bined 4,250 360 32,,0 4' 880c

2,093 42.9 5,567
c 2 288 41.1,

St. Olaf State a ~,33'!)
b

18 .. 10;
c· ~1,62~ 26.8% c $1,8~ 26. g:;.S ~~ S6,n63 $6,856

Corrbined 5,335 1,360 25 .. 5 6 063
c

2,093 34.5 6 856c 2,288 33.4, ,

~e oorrbined grant amcnmt consists of the State Scholarship and Grant award and the federal Pell Grant award.
e average grant amount reflects the average for all private colleges.

Crrhe projected tuition charge assumes a 9 percent annual increase.



MINNFSOTA STATE .SQIOLARSHIP AND GHANI' PROGJWf
Av'ERAGE STATE AND STATE PLUS PELL AWAR.DS BY PA..l=tENTAL mNTRlrn.rrION A.lIID AVERAGE FA~rrLY INCOME

UNTVERSITV OF MINNESOTA

rlOvernor's Reoomnendation
Average Current

Parental Family FY 1983 FY 1983 FY 1981 FY 1985
Contribution InCOl'11e State ilirrbined State Combined State Comhined State Combined

$ 000 .$ 15,914 S 523. 5; 1,886 S 788 $ 2,163 $ 885 $ 2,2hl $ 1,~ $ 2,386
100 16,525 808 1,673 1,195 2,061 1,.~ 2,164 1,430 2,295
200 18,5CJO 869 1,681 1,182 1,985 1,25Q 2,082 1,361 2,18~

300 19,028 806 481 1,182 1,874 1,284 1,Q76 1,412 2,105
400 20,314 813 1,438 1,142 760 1,246 1,865 1,378 1,997
500 21,681 884 408 1,143 1,677 1,224 1,769 1,351 1,896
600 22,795 904 1,299 1,160 1,569 1,204 1,673 1,396 1,804
700 23,595 864 1,175 1,181 1,485 1,282 586 1 713
800 24,321 862 1,050 202 1,390 1,303 49--1 1 618
~ 25,159 857 qq5 1,161 296 1,263 399 1,392 528

1,000 25,501 779 8ffi 1,089 1 181 1,193 284 1,323 415 ~
100 26,ti)3 716 797 979 1 081 158 1,210 1,287 ~

1 200 26,805 715 740 %8 992 068 1,093 196 1,220
300 27,118 647 676 857 885 960 988 1,090 1,118

1.400 28,346 589 606 770 787 871 888 998 1,015
500 28,427 545 545 681 681 782 7H2 R95 895

1,600 28,71n 488 497 585 585 007 676 797 805
700 29,216 458 458 471 471 576 576 708· 708
800 30,281 409 418 370 370 470 470 584 592
900 30,241 340 348 266 266 358 366 484 492

10,889 322 . 322 194 288 288 415 415
100 31,322 ·271 271 130 130 197 1~7 319 319

2,200 577 233 233 - - 135 135 230 230
2,300 32,78n 188 ~ - - - 154 154
2,400 32,518 130 130 - - - - 112 112
2,500 32,211 136 136

·AII
~

Recipients $629 $ 175 $ 893 $ $ 966 ~ 1,555 5 1 $ 1,650



AVERAGE STA"rn AVERAGE INCOME

('JC:rvernor 's Recomnendation

Parental
State

914 ~ 377 $ 1 6(Y.) ~634 $ 1,872 $ 7%
525 493 541 713 763 009
560 1 p 392 "875
028 519 263 887 574 051 1 738

20 314 545 268 747 479 911 1,643
500 681 579 123 820 I p 176 ~86 1,541

22.795 619 036 863 281 001 1,445 1 143
~q5 629 991 8()1) 1,175 943 1,322 072

24.320 604 906 786 1,078 938 1,242 066 1,384
159 596 758 826 989 963 1 151 1,088 274 6
501 5.S8 656 7f19 87A 924 1 p 043 1,06h 1&l) ";J
603 501 546 745 785 893 917 1,022 009

26,805 459 473 658 681 823 845 002 984
118 430 442 572 582 710 730 853 874
346 174 382 486 494 648 656 787 795
427 326 326 3&1 :l86 541 541 681 683
710 291 291 288 288 450 450 57q 590

29,216 245 245 187 187 343 343 479 479
281 203 203 117 117 244 244 383 383

30,241 152 152 - ~ 14(i 14B 285 285
30,889 116 116 - - - - 188 188

322 - - - - - - 117 117

Dependent
Recipients 8456 $ 1,099 S 67g S 1 360 :) 813 S 1,471 $ 930 S 1,572





$$s

534
22.795 459 836 687

595 453 756 660
320 482 653 705 885
159 419 578 623 782
501 394 483 592 678 700 801 807
603 357 398 541 582 ffi4 705 755 813
805 324 338 457 470 580 593 692
118 290 290 378 378 501 5Dl 584 594

28.346 223 223 272 272 395 395 502 502
190 ~qo 181 181 304 304 411
152 152 112 112 204 311 311
114 114 - - 126 126 197 197

130 130

$ 402 $ 1 m045 $637. $ 1 11 307 $ 748 $ 1 $ 839 $ 1,485



MINNESOTA STATE AND GRANT PROGR.AJf
AVERAGE STATE AND STATE PLUS PErL AWARDS BY PARENTAL CDNTRIBUfION A\'Tl AVERAGE FA'I\ITLY INW·ffi

PRIVATE FOUR-YEA..~ CDILEGES

novernor's Recomnendation

1
Contribution Income

~ 000 ~ ~14 $ 021 S 2 S 1 S RBl S 1,716 $ 134 S 1, ~::17() ~ 388
100 ,525 045 ~867 980 2,801 :::;~2~ 3,061 2,497 3,319
200 560 1 041 1,938 797 2 6!14 062 2 959 2 :126 3,223
300 19 050 813 1,838 2 2 2 856 2 347 3,110
400 20,314 045 744 1,809 2 508 2 2,765 2,323 3,022
500 681 027 548 878 2,390 2~145 2,666 2 411 2.932
600 22.795 050 1~444 2,316 2,185 2,579 2 447 2

595 023 1,395 1;810 2 182 2,005 2 2~317 2688
800 24 320 l~O50 249 890 2,086 2 152 2 348 2,414 2,610 (Y")

900 25.159 020 147 1 875 2,003 2 133 2,261 2,391 2.518 N

501 1,047 169 778 901 033 2 155 2,286 2
1.100 26 ,055 1,743 ,700 ~ 2,039 2,248 2 291

200 26 805 098 650 1,909 1,957 2 168 2
300 118 042 611 874 1 874 2,103 2,103
400 28,346 061 500 763 1,781 1 9 990 2 012
500 28,427 024 685 685 1,~ 1 946. ,
600 28,710 010 259 259 519 1,519 1,780 1 780
700 29,216 996 196 196 451 1 ~ 704- 1.704
800 281 050 118 1~118 381 1,381 643

241 1 987 987 255 255 1,488
889 043 904 909 164 1,169 423
322 020 810 810 073 1,335
577 035 714 714 977 t?J77 212
789 016 . 609 609 853 853 1111
518 029 521 521 784 784 1,045

32,211 963 402 402 660 660

(table continued on next



STATE



MINNESOTA STATE SQiOLARSHIP AND CMNT PROf'MM
AVEBAGE STATE ili1\ID STATE PLlli PELL AWARDS BY PARENTAL mNTRIBUTION A'\i') AVERAGE FAMILY INffi\1E

PRIVATE TWO-y'EAR INSTITUTIONS

C'JQvernor's Rec:arrnendation
Average Qrrrent

Parental Family l'Y 1983 FY 1983 FY 1984 :FY 1985
Contribution Income State Cbrrbined State . Cbnbined State Cart>ined State Corrbined

S 000 S 15 S 895 $ 2,335 S 1,205 $ 2,656 :£ 1,384 S 2,835 S 519 $ 2 974
100 16,525 1,041 1 860 1,809 2,628 1 983 2 802 2,138 2,
200 18,560 818 1,690 1,373 2,245 1,415 2 301 590 2,476
300 19,028 963 1 512 843 2,392 2029 2,578 2,069 2,687
400 20,314 885 1,267 1,805 2,187 965 2,346 2,115 2,496
500 21,681 883 1 581 1,405 2,103 570 2,268 725 2,423
600 22,795 1,038 1,347 1,818 2 126 2,015 2,324 2,194 2,502
700 23,595 946 1,288 1,500 842 654 1,996 791 2 133
800 24,320 968 1,311 1,292 1,635 1,405 1 749 357 1,658
900 25,159 971 1,272 1,334 1,635 1,480 1 781 618 1,919 I

1,006 1,069 692 754 1,899 1,962 2,093
L()

000 25,501 2,155 N

100 26,603 964 9tA 1,560 1,560 1 714 1,714 1,874 1.874
200 26,805 916 916 1,367 1,367 521 1,521 1,661
300 27,118 all 184 1,359 1,532 583 1,756 784 1,957
400 28,346 967 967 1,356 1,356 544 1,544 1694 1
500 28,427 873 873 1,148 1,148 1,329 1,329 1 1

1 710 475 475 530 530 598 598 671 671
1,700 29,216 004 1,004 1,051 1,051 316 1,316 556 1,556

800 30,281 964 018 1,018 1,254 1,254 1,464 1
900 30,241 825 825 803 803 985 985 1,162 1 162

2,000 30,889 725 725 807 807 all 1 1,198
2,100 322 565 565 712 712 758 785 785
2,200 577 659 659 546 546 728 728 874 874
2,300 789 769 769 508 508 700 700 897 897

563 563 405 405 623 623 793 793
500* 32,211 729 729 399 399 658 658 848 848

$ 864 $ 518 $ 270 $ 996 $ $ 2,130 $ 1 544 $

* Data for contributions above $2,500 are not because the number of cases per

cell is too small to a reliable estimate of the average



SECTOR



~nNNESOTA STATE SQIOlARSHIP A'ID GRANT PIDGRPJ.f
DISTRIBlJrION OF AWARD RECIPIENTS BY PARENTAL CXl'ITRIBUTION iiND AV~~RliGE FAMILY INCX1\ffi

UNIVERSITI OF MINNESOTA

r~vernorws Recommendation
Average Qrrrent

Parental Family FY 1983 :IT 1983 :IT 1984 FY 1985
Contribution RecJ.JLients Wm& _Recjpient§ _Wm % Recipients Cum % Recipients ClIn C{,

$ 000 $ 15,914 2,017 26.8% 2,275 3O"~,, 2,259 29,,4% 2,210 28.8%
100 16,525 316 31,,0 331 34"f) 323 33.6 315 33,,0
200 18,560 248 34.2 256 38,,0 261 37,,0 253 36.3
300 19,028 286 38,,1 3)1 42,,0 292 40,,8 284 40,,0
400 20,314 256 41.5 279 45,,7 277 '44.4 269 43.5
500 21,681 309 45,,6 316 49,,9 323 48.6 315 47.6
600 22,795 339 50,,1 362 54.7 361 53.,2 345 52.,1
700 23,595 241 5303 249 58,,0 246 56.4 238 55.,2
800 24,320 263 56.8 264 61,,5 261 59.7 253 58.5
900 25,159 301 60.7 301 65,,5 300 63.6 292 62.3 I

r--
000 25,501 286 64.5 301 69.5 300 67.5 292 66.1 N

100 26 ,603 226 67.5 233 7 230 70.5 223 69 1
200 26 805 301 71 309 76,,8 307 74 5 299 72

1.300 118 263 75.0 279 80.5 277 78,,1 269 76.4
400 28,346 211 7 211 83.3 207 80.8 207 79.1

1,500 28,427 218 80,,7 233 86.4 230 83,,8 230 82,,1
600 28,710 278 84,,3 286 90.2 292 87,,7 284 85,,8
700 29,216 135 86.1 158 3 154 89,,7 146 8
800 30,281 196 88,,7 203 95 .. 0 200 92.3 199 90
900 30,241 143 90,,6 143 96 146 94,,2 146 92.2

2,000 30 889 151 92,,6 146 96.1 146 94,,1
2,100 3i,322 196 95,,2 '90 200 98 0 7 Lag 96.1
2,200 31,577 135 97,,0 - - 100
2,300 32,789 120, ,98 .. 6 - - - - 77 99
2,400 32,518 60 99.4 - - - - 8 ,,0

2,500 32,211 45 100,,0

Dependent
7.682 l00"Cf!oRecipients 7.525 7.532 100





MINNEsorA STA'IE SaIOIARSHIP A..1\ffi GRk"lT PRJGRAM
DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD RECIPIENTS BY PARENTAL mNTRIBurION AND AVERAGE FAMILY INOJME

m1MUNITI ffiILEGES

C'JOvernor vs Reccmnendation
Current

Parental FY 1983 FY 1983 IT 1984 FY 1985
Cbntribution Income Recipients Qm1% Recipients Cum % Recipients Cum % Recipients Cum %

$ 000 $ 15 914 1,128 35,,2% 1,256 36 1,250 36 1,218 36,,2%
100 16,525 90 38,,0 99 39,,8 102 39,,6 101 39,,2
200 18,560 122 41 8 126 43,,5 123 43,,3 121 42,,8
300 19,028 157 46 160 48,,2 164 48 158 5
400 20,314 99 49,,8 99 51.,2 99 50,,9 98 50,,4
500 21,681 141 54,,1 140 553 143 55,,2 141 54,,5
600 22,795 141 58.,5 150 59,,7 150 59,,5 145 58,,8
700 23,595 179 64,,2 191 65,,3 195 65,,2 188 64
800 24,320 167 69,,3 177 70,,5 174 70,,2 168 69
900 25,159 99 72,,5 106 73 6 102 73,,3 101 5 I

Ol

1,000 25,501 106 757 106 76,. 7 102 76 3 101 75,,5 N

1,100 26,603 122 79,,5 129 80,,5 130 80,,1 125 792
1,200 805 125 140 7 140 84,,2 135
1,300 118 87 86,,1 92 3 89 86,,8 87 85,,8
1 28,346 115 89,,7 126 91,,0 123 90,,4 121 89,,4
1,500 28,427 122 93,,4 150 95,,4 150 94,,8 145 93,,7
1,600 28,710 64 95,,5 75 97,,6 75 74 95,,8

700 29,216 80 98,,0 82 100 96 99,,7 91 98,,6
1,800 30,281 29 98 .. 9 - - 10 100 47 100
1,900 30,241

All
Recipients 205 3 100,,0% 3 g 414 100 3,365 100



OF

2
252 255
245

297
21 174 213
22,795 253 265 8 268

595 247 252 248 248
24.320 114 123

159 241 81,,3 239 3 235 8 235 t$llJ .. U i
01,000 501 193 84,,5 200 863 202 84 196 0 M

1,100 26 603 205 206 5 202 88,,0 203 86,,1
1 200 26 805 193 91 2 ·206 92 7 202 91 0 1 203 89,,3
1,300 118 181 94 e 2 194 95 7 189 94 196 92
1,400 28 J 346 120 96 .. 2 129 124 96,,0 124 94"
1,500 28 108 110 99,,4 III 7 105 95,,8
1,600 710 84 99 39 100",0 124 99",5 118
1,700, 29,216 36 100 .. 0 - - 33 105 99,,1
1.800 30,281 - - - - - - 59 100 .. 0

6,017 100 6.453 6 531 100 6 537 100 ..



MINNEsarA STATE SaIOlARSHIP AND GRANT POOGRAJl,'l
DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD RECIPITh"TS BY PARENI'AL CDNrRIBurION AL'ID AYBRAGE FAHILY INCDME

PRIVATE FOUR-YEAR COLIEGES

Governor's Recorrrnendation
Average OnTent

Parental Family FY 1983 FY 1983 :FY 1984 . FY 1985
Contribution Income n.ecipients .CYm...% Recipients ClI'Y1 C1 Recipients ClIn% Recipients Cum %~.. _-l...i2.

$ 000 $ 15,914 1 18,,4% 2,001 22" 1,982 21,,8%, 1,927 21,,1%
100 16,525 246 20,,7 238 25,,4 236 24 238 23,,7
200 18,560 289 23 282 28,,6 282 27,,5 274 26,,7
300 19,028 203 25,,3 203 31,,0 200 29,,7 201 28,,8
400 20,314 310 28,,1 309 34,,4 300 33,,0 292 32,,0
500 21,681 331 31,,2 335 38,,2 327 36,,6 320 35,,5
600 22,795 385 34,,8 388 42,,6 382 40,,8 375 39,,6
700 23,595 331 37,,9 335 46,,3 327 320 1
800 24,320 331 41,,0 335 5O-e1 327 320 46,,6
900 25,159 342 344 54,,0 336 51..7 329 50,,2 !

1,000 501 289 46 282 282 54,,8 274 53
r--
(Y')

I
1,100 2G 257 49 3 25e 60,,1 255 247 55,,9

2QO 26,805 257 51,,7 256 245 247 58,,6
3JO 27_118 331 54,,7 326 66,,7 318 63 320 62,,1

346 267 57,,2 265 69 66,,8 256 64
246 59,,5 247 72 245 69,,5 238

28,710 203 -- 61 203 8 200 7 201 69,,7
29,216 278 63,,9 273 273 74 .. 7 265

281 160 65,,5 168 19,,8 164 76,,5 155
241 160 66,,9 168 81 164 78,,2 164 76,,1
889 246 69,,2 238 236 238

31 322 299 87,,7 291 283
577 192 194 89 191 192
789 192 194 92 191 192
518 150 150 8 155 146

32_211 150 150 5 155 155 89 1

continued on next



OF

$ 481 79 168 164
155 6
110 93

128 = - 128 95\
96

150 86 .. 3 - - 55 100 146 98
96 3 = - - - 100 993

3,300 75 88~0 - - - - 64
400 150

3 500 36,339 139 7 N
3.600 36 324 96 91 .. 6 - - - - - - (V),

I

700 36 64 92 3
800 96
900 75

4,000 86 94,,7
100 551 75 95@5

4,200 36,953 53 96,.0
300 36190 53 96m5

4.400 36,982 43 96
500 39,096 53 97,,4 - - -

4,600 092 43 8
700 756 64 98,,5
800 365 32 98,,8
900 556 32 99,,1

5,000+ 38 131 96 100 .. 0

All
Recipients 10.688 100 8.817 100 9.092 100 9.135 100



MINNESOTA STATE SrnOlARSHIP AND GRANI' PJffiHA!!
DISTRIBUTION OF AWARD RECIPIENTS BY PARENTAL mNTRIBUTION A'ID AVER\GE FAMILY INCU.IE

PRIVATE TVvO-YEAR INSTITUTIONS

('JOvernor's Recoomendation
Average Current

Parental Family :IT 1983 FY 1983 FY 1984 FY 1985
Contribution Income Recin:LeD:t~ fun % Recipients Cm1% Recipients Cum % Recipients Cum %

S 000 ~ 914 783 36,,2% 838 828 39 5% 809 39 .. 1%
100 16,525 76 39,,7 74 44,,2 73 43 0 0 70 42
200 18,560 54 42,,2 54 46,,8 59 45,,8 56 45 0 2
300 19 ,028 45,,7 74 50,,4 73 49,,4 77 48 0 9
400 20,314 65 48 0 6 64 53 63 52 0 4 60 51 0 8
500 21,681 48 50 0 9 48 55 0 8 48 54.7 46 54 0 1
600 22,795 69 54 .. 1 70 59 .. 2 69 58 66 57 0 2
700 23,595 65 57 .. 1 64 62,,3 63 61,,0 60 6C)"2
800 24,320 37 58,,8 37 64 .. 2 38 62,,8 41 62 2
900 25,159 32 60,,3 33 65,,7 ::31 64.3 31 63 i

000 25,501 65 63,,3 64 68,,8 83 67.3 60 66,,6 (Y)
(Y)

100 26,603 86 67 0 2 87 73 86 71.4 81 70,,5 ~

200 26,805 43 . 69,,2 43 75,,1 42 73 41 72,,5·

300 27,118 48 71,,5 48 77 0 4 48 75" 7 46 74" 7
28,346 69 74" 7 70 8 69 79,,0 66 77.9

1,500 28,427 69 77.9 70 84,,2 69 82 66 81 .. 1
600 28,710 15 78. 17 84,,9 17 14 81,,8

;700 29,216 37 80 43 42 85,,1 41 83 .. 8
800 30,281 37 82,,1 37 88,,8 38 86 .. 8 35 85 8 5

1 30,241 43 84,,1 43 90 42 . 88 0 9 41 87,,5

2,000 889 26 85 27 92 .. 2 27 90,,1 25 88 7
2,100 31,322 26 86 21 27 31 90,,2

2,200 31,577 43 88,,6 43 95,,3 42 41 92 0 1
2,300 32,789 22 89,,6 21. 21 94 21 93 .. 1

2,400 518 22 90,,6 21 21 95,,4 21 941

2,500+ 32,211 203 56 100_0 98 10000 120 100,,0

All Dependent
Recipients 2,162 100 2,069 2,095 100 2,069 100
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INTERSTATE TUITION RECIPROCITY

Number of Participants (FTE)

2/15/83

._-
F.Y. 1983 F.Y. 1984 F.Y. 1985

.
'Wise to Minn to Wise to Minn to Wise to Minn to

Type of Institution Mirm Wise Mirm Wise Minn Wise

Community Colleges 162 10 162 10 .162 10
'State Universities 1,164 5,8~8 1,158 6,320 1,158 6,730
Doctoral Universities 1,885 1,227 1,880 1,322 1,880 1,408

TOTAL 3,211 7,125 3,200 7,652 3,200 8,148

Tuition Rates (Resident)

F.Y. 1983 F.Y. 1984 F.Y. 1985

Type of Institution Wise Mirm Wise Minn Wise Minn

Commw1ity Colleges 837 776 879 966 923 1,078
state Universities 837 795 879 1,089 923 1,347
Doctoral University-Undergraduate 994 1,302 1,044 1,475 1,097 1,698
Doctoral University-Professional 1,440 3,577 1,512 4,053 1,588 4,665
Doctoral University-Graduate 1,440 1,590 1,512 1,801 1,588 2,073

Flow of Dollars (Governor's Plan)

F.Y. 1983 F.Y. 1984 F.Y. 1985*

Wise to Minn to WlSc... +::'0 Minn to WlSC to Mmn to
Type of Institution Minn Wise Minn Wise Mirm Wise

.,

Community Colleges 181.1 11.8 NO DETAIL 190.0 11 0
state Universities 1,301.4 6,879.0 AVAILABLE 1,400 0 6,500.0
Doctoral Universities' 2,203..) 2,435.0 I 3,400.0 1,700.0

TOTAL . 3,685.8 9,325.8 4,990.0 8,211.0

*Assumes 6 percent per year increase in instructional costs

'l'otal Appropriation (All states)

Category F.Y. 1983 (81-82) F.Y. 1984 (82-83) F.Y. 1985 (83-84)

Agency Staff Request 5,222.5* 7,504.7 9,005.5
Agency Board Request 5,222 5* 6,850.0 7,330.0
Original Governor I s Rec 5,222.5* 6,850.0 6,300.0
Revised Governor's Ret. 5,222.5* 6,850.0 4,500.0

*Exeludes one-time adjustment of $1 2 million in Wisconsin payment
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SUMMARY
GOVERNOR1S RECOMMENDATIONS

POST SECONDARY EDUCATION
GENERAL FUND

I
I

CATEGORY F. Y. 1983 BAS E F. Y. 1984 F. Y. 1985
i

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

AVTI $ '142,859,300 $ 149 402 200 $ 159,688,800

CCS 69,581,200 78 606, 100 82,667,300
,SUS 138,256,400 157,615,700 163,596,600

I
UM 375,314,500 409,595 700 430,366,800

HECB 49,064,900 61,644,600 64,398,800

TOTAL $ 775,076,300 $ 856,864,300 $ 900 718,300

% INCREASE - 10.6% 5.1%

DIRECT STATE APPROPRIATIONS

I AVTI $ 105,081,300 $ 108,874,200 $ 108 505,800

I
CCS 46,048,600 50, 185,000 51,388,800

SUS 97,791,500 105,031,700 101,943,500
! UM 261,124,200 288 719,300 299 355,000
I
I HECB 49,064,900 61,644,600 64,398 800
I
i TOTAL $ 559,110,500 $ 614,454,800 $ 625,59'1,900
I
1% INCREASE I 909% 1.8%
t
I
; OTHER OPERATING INCOME
.

AVTI $ 37,778,000 $ 40,528'000 $ 51,183,000

CCS 23,532,600 28 Llr 21 100 31 278,500
I

i SUS 40,464,900
I

52,584 000 61,653,100
!

UM 114, 190,300 ! 120,876,400 131 ,011 ,800
I

I

HECB I
~~

I; j

iTOTAL $ 215,965,800 I $ 242 409,500 $ 275,126,400

I % INCREASE i I 12.2% i 13.5%
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GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDATIONS

PROJECTED

AGENCY F.Y. 1984 F.Y. 1985 F.Y. 1986 F.Y. 1987

INSTRUCTIONAL COST

AVTI $ 126,591,300 $ 135,860,200 $ 144,732,274 $ 153,421,922

CCS 70,822,700 74,494,700 78,228,800 81 ,971 , 500 ' I

SUS 142,326,300 147,435,200 156,524,100 162,091,000

UM 240,962,500 253,482,900 262,497,468 272,281,293

TOTAL ,$ 580,702,800 $ 611,273,000 $ 641,982,642 $ 669,765,715

% INCREASE - 5.3% 5% 4.3%

TUITION REVENUES

AVTI $ 26,052,837 $ 36,863,526 $ 36, 183,068 $ 38,355,480

CCS 23,371,500 26,073,100 27,380, 100 28,690,000

SUS 42,697,800 51,602,400 54,783,400 56,731,800

UM 79,517,610 88,719,020 91,874,114 95,298,453
i

TOTAL $ 171,639,747 $ 203,258,046 $ 210,220,682 $ 219,075,733

: % INCREASE -- 18.4% 3.4% 4.2%

TUITION RATES

AVTI $ 775 $ 975 . $ '1,028 $ 1,090

CCS 985 1,099 1,170 1,247

SUS 1,164 1,436 1,558 1,648

UM 1,640 1,887 2,035 2, 182
I

GRANTS AND SCHOLARSHIPS

PUBLIC $ 27,479, 186 $ 30,725,043 $ 31,626,746 $ 32,650,000
PRIVATE 19,785,029 21,975,402 24,860,000 27,500,000

~

TOTAL $ $47,264,215 52,700,445 $ 56,486,746 $ 60,150,000
: % INCREASE 61.8%

i
11.5% 7.2% 6.5%
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POST SECONDARY EDUCATION

1986-1995

TUITION
Enrollment Enrollment Fiscal Instructional Financial

Year Estimates Year Expenditures . Revenue Rate Aid

1984 144 757 1986 $605 121,800 $196 925 200 N/A 197

1985 142, $596,857 400 $193, 800 N/A , 739

1986 139 397 $584,525,200 $189 567 600 ,
I

1987 137 037 1989 $575 565 500 $186 431 700 N/A ,785
I

1988 132,745 1990 $560 975,300 $181 325,200 N/A 394,876

19(j9 132 314 1991 $558 256 200 $180 373 400 N/A 292,455

1990 132 522 1992 $558,794,600 $180 561,900 N/A 293,698
, I

1991 132,711 1993 $559 910,500 $180 956 400 N/A ,

1992 131 073 1994 $404,334500 $179 057,900 N/A ,352

1993 128 596 1995 . $545 202,700 $175 804,700 N/A ,420,457

1994 125,549 1996 --- --- N/A

1995 ! 123,400 1997 """""¢mII'_ --- N/Aa

%6 (17%) (11%) (12%)
L_~___

!
c:J
(Y)

!



UM

1986-1995
Constant Dollars

TUITION
Enrollment Enrollment Fiscal Instructional Financial

Year Estimates Year Expenditures Revenue Rate Aid

1984 48,488 1986 $246,755,432 $86,364 401 $1,913 $10,146,335

1985 47 022 1987 $239,294 958 $33,753,235 $1,918 $ 9,945,780

1986 45,136 1988 $229,697 104 $80,393,986 $1,888 $ 9,599 832

1987 43,673 1989 $222,251,897 $77,788,164 $1,850 $ 9,340,240

1988 42,588 1990 $216,730,332 $75,885,616 $1,801 $ 9,160,620

1989 42,047 1991 $213,977,183 $74,892,014 $1,773 $ 9,150,420

1990 42,llS 1992 $214,323,235 $75,013,132 $1,785 $ 8,869,828

1991 42,243 1993 $214,974 627 $75,241 119 $1,827 $ 8,760,150

1992 42,021 1994 $213,844,869 $74,845,704 $1,882 $ 8,665,137

1993 41,189 1995 $209,610,821 $73,363,787 $1,906 $ 8,529,379

. 1994 39,765 1996 -- -- --

.
1995 38,483 1997 --- -- --

% (26 .. 0%) (18%) (18%)
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STATE UNIVERSITY SYSTD'1

1986-1995
Constant Dollars

WITIOO
Enrollment Eru::'olJment Fiscal Instructional Financial

Year Estimates Year Expenditures Revenue Rate Aid

1984 36,697 1986 $135 889,900 $47 561 500 $1 352 217,704

1985 35,928 1987 $134 200 $47 056 900 $1 367 ,093
I

1986 35 171 1988 $132 666 600 $46 433 300 $1 f 188

1987 34 424 1989 $131 469,500 $46 014 300 $1 474 ,383,898

1988 31 341 1990 $122 668,700 $42,934 100 $1 378 931 328

1989 31 228 1991 $122 226,400 $42,779,200 $1,364 844

1990 31 168 1992 $121,991,600 $42 697 100 $1,393 791,794

I
1991 31,356 1993 $122 727,400 $42 954,600 $1,443 ,950 ,

1992 30,648 . 1994 $119,956,300 $41,984,700 $1,466 ,527 800

1993 29,778 1995 $116 551 100 $40 792 900 $1 467 314 896

1994 28,643 1996 $112,108 700 $39 238,100 $1 392

1995 27 814 1997 $108,864 000 $38,102 400 $1 338

% (32% ) (25%) (25%) I
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COIvIMUNTTY COLLEGE SYSTEM

198-6-1995
Constant Dollars

WITION
Enrollment Enrollment Fiscal Instructional Financial

Year Estimates Year Expenditures Revenue Rate Aid

1984 23 398 1986 $73,801,400 $25,830,500 $1,145 $3,437,126

1985 23,000 1987 $72,951,200 $25 532,900 $1,140 $3,354,967

1986 22,554 1988 $71,998,500 $25,199,500 $1,131 $3,261,398

1987 22,404 1989 $71,681,100 $25,088,400 $1,.115 $3,205,710

1988 22,280 1990 $71 413,300 $24,994,700 $1,101 $3,189,163

1989 22,503 1991 $71,889 600 $25,161 400 $1,115 $3,215,754

1990 22,703 1992 $72,316,900 $25,310 0 900 $1 157 $3,228 120

1991 22,576 1993 $72 045,500 $25,219 900 . $1 196 $3,188,826

1992. il,868 1994 $70,533,300 $24 686,700 $1,198 $3 ,796

1993 21,093 1995 $68,877,800 $24,10"7,200 $1,172 $2 ,372

1994 20,605 , 1996 $67,835,500 $23 742,400 $1,153

1995 20,567 1997 $67,754,300 $23,714,000 $1,160

%6.. (14%) (8.9%) (8" 9%)
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AREA VOCATIONAL TECHNICAL INSTITUTE

1986-1995
Constant Dollars

TUITION
Enrollment Enrollment Fiscal Instructional Financial

Year Estimates Year Expenditures Revenue Rate Aid

·1984 36 174 $148 100 $37 017

1985 36 536 1987 $150 163 000 . $37 028 , 846

1986 36,536 1988 $150 163 000 $37 800 , $1 028

1987 36,536 1989 $150 163 000 $37 540 028 647 145

1988 36,,536 1990 $150,163 000 $37 540,800 $1,028 099

1989 36,536 1991 $150,163,000 ' $37,540 $1 028 ,670 051

1990 36,536 1992 $150 163,000 $37 ,800 $1 028 519 400

1991 36,536 1993 $150 163~000 $37,540,800 $1 028 293 864

1992 36,536 1994 $150 163,000 $37,540,800 $1,028 062 161

1993 36,536 1995 $150 163 000 $37 540,800 $1 028 904 462

1994 I 36,536 1996 -- --- --

1995 36,536 1997 --- --- ---

0
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