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A WORD 4BOUT THm DOLLAR RANKING OF STATE UNIVERSITIES

AND COLLEGRS-
Although there Day be over 2,200 | All these sources have been
colleges and universities in the United becoming more productive, and the
States, as the Office of Education evidence is strong that the trends wilj
avers, only some 400 of them are state ]. continue, with the _Single exception of
institutions, o ] student Fees, These should, &nd
This mmber is not g unmanage- probably will be, soos reducéd or
able as to preclude the making of eliminated in the interest of a real
tabulations small enough to §e com- "} extension of educational opportunity,
prehensible, - - But no matter how far the
There is something 1o be gained non-state sources inerease, these in-
from close observation of what » vhere, stitutions are Primarily state ingti..
and how the 400-0dg state wniversi- - tutions, and their prims source of
ties and colleges are, and especially operating support isrstate appropris-
how well they are Supported by gp- tions, even ‘though currently these
Propristions of ‘state tax funds,. | Day amount to:less than half the total.
. . , . in’ some instances, espeqial_ly among
"Order is Heaven's first lawMam the larger state universities,
and an early step in obtaining knoy- GRAPEVINE!'S currently running
ledge of four hundreg Organisms ig to series of tabulations, of which Table
Tange them in sope obvious Sequence, 8, page 611, is g Segment, is a sort
For this simple Purpose, there is of "dry run" or "shakedowun cruigeh
probably no yardstick that can be sed preliminary to next Fallts comprehen-
with more facility thap the net. state .8ive. report on fiscal.ypar 1967-68
tax-fund appropriations to €ach insti- for which three states have already
tution for annual Operating expenses, - made appropriations (for.the second
One need not be unavare that - year of the.even-numbered bienniium)
nearly all these institutiona have .- - and for which.47 states will have
other sources -of substantial operating made appropristions before calendar
income (with Proportions varying 1967 is over.
greatly among ‘thep), such as. student . JIf you .ob_se:cv'-e Serious 8rrors
fees, private gifts, and fedargl or omissions in the tables, please
grants, | -notify GRAPEVINE, ’

. . ;

for opinions Sxpressed, is not #o ‘be attributed to any organization or person other
than M, M, Chambers,, GRAPEVINE. is cii:culat,e,d...chie'fly«,d:o Persons in position to
reciprocate by furnishing bPrompt and accurate reports from their Téspective stateg
regarding tax legislation, appropriations for higher, education, and legislation
a.ffecting educatioq at any devel,- . "

Address communicagtions to M. M, Chambers, Fducation Building, Indigns University,
. Bloomington,~~-lndiana.- 47401, .
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THE SEVENTH AND EIGHTH
ETWEEN"$3 MILLION AND

state tax

‘Support for annual

~611~ - .

Year 1966-67,. in thousands of dollars.
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BLOCS: 64 STATE COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES,HAVING
%5 MILLION OF STATE TAX FUNDS FOR ANNUAL OPERATING
EXPENSES, FISCAL YEAR 1966-67

Sixty-four state colleges and universities in descending order of
operating expenses appropristed:for fiscal

zse Bgegtion Bullding, Indians University, Bloomingpon .. .

Institution

Qutpost of Michigan State.Univ, -

chanical .University system.-

Sums sppropriated -| Institutions . Sums appropriated

E) RS : (2) (1) _ (2)
1 NY MT Inst, Farmingdale 4,975 34 Morehead State U (Ky) . $3,951
2 NY St U Coll at Fredonia - 4,958 35 West Chester 5t Coll (Pa) - 3,937
3 NJ St.Coll at ‘Glassboro 4,923 36 U of NG at Greensboro 3,926
4 Virgitda St College ./ 4,888 "37 NJ St Coll at Paterson 3,787
5 Central Washington St Coll 4,879 ‘38 U of Southern Mississippi 3,714
© 6 NY St U Coll at Potsdam 4Ly792 39 NJ-:8t°Coll at Jersey City 3,68
7 Bast Tennessee State U 4,791 -1 40 MiddY¥e Tennessee St U 3,658
8 Murray State U.(Ky) 45778 41 Vis 8% U, Stevens Point 3,657
9 Northern Mi U 4,768 42 Tennessee Polytechnic U 3,603
10 Mankato St Coll {Minn). 4755 43 Tennessee ALI State U 34587
11 Southeastern La College 4,657 44 WisiSt U, Bau Claire 3,578
12 Northeast-La ‘St Coll 4,618 45 Texas Southern lpiversity 3,570
13 Wis St U,-Whitewater . 547 46 College of Wz and Mary 3,552
14 Grambling College .(La) 4,520 47 Texas Western College ¥t/ 3,/56
15 U of North Dakota :- 45504 148 MoNeese.St.Coll (La): . 3,435
16 Central Conn St Coll’ by b4 49 NewarX Coll of Engrhg {NJ) 3,418
17 Ksnsas St T C at Emporia 4,426 50 NY #&T Inst, Alfred . ° 3,403
18 NJ St. Call ‘st Newark -« 4,388 451 Morgan State College (Md) . 34398
19 Lamar S G of Technol (Tex) 4,384 52 Southwestern Med Sch +/ 3,387
20 Marshall University (W Va) 4,378: - 53 Northeast Mo St Coll 3,359
21 Sem Houston.St Coll'(Tex). 4,353. |54 St Cioud St Coll (Minn) 3,279
22 East Texas State & .- . 4,349 {55 Rhode Island College 3,270
23 U of South Dakota 4312 56 Southwest Texas St Coll 3,259
24 Colorado State College . 4292 .} 57 Teda§ Woman's University 3,238
25 Oakland Univ (Mich) .-%%x/ 4,251 58 Wis St U, La Crosse 3,145
26 Southern Gonn St Coli biRhz 59 (lerion St .Coll (Pa) 3,142
27 NY -8t Coll of Forestry: 4,191: 460 Fort Hays Kansas St Coll 3,141
28 Florida A& University 4,188 61 U of South Alabama . 3,102
29 Towson St Coll (Md) 4,185 162 California.St Coll: (Pa) 3,042
30 Kas .8t Coll of Pittsburg 4,170 63 Stephen'F. Austin SC (Tex) 3,031
31 Southehst Mo St.Coll 4,004 16l Prairie View a8M.U _++/:  3.003:

32 TIndiana U of Pennsylvania /N5 R S University of Texas system.-- -
_33_Northern Arizona U 24,040 .| .+ A unit in the U of Texas Sydtem,
* Campuses at Petersburg and Norfolk. 1 #+ In the Texas Agrieultursl gnd Me~

#% .




MASSACHUSETTS. -Appropriations of
state tax funds for operating expenses
of higher educat:.on, fiscal year

266—6

Table 9. State tax-fund appropria-
tions for operating expenses of 'higher
education in Massachuse‘bts, ‘Tiscal
year 1966-67, in thousands of dollars.

~612-- -

Institutions . Sums apprcpz'lated
b 2 .. ..
U of Massachusetts % éﬁ23,602
Subtotal, U of Mass ~ $23,602 -
State colleges -
Boston 2,158
Salem 1,770
Bridgewater 1,579
Fitchburg 1,037
Westfield: .990
Fradingham 959
Worcester 952
Lowell - 873
North Ad#ms 507
Mass Coll of art 440
Mass Maritime fcad . . 210
Subtotal, st c's -~ $11,675 -
Technological institutes - .
Lowell Tech Inst 2,628
Southeastern Mass T 1 . 2,109
Subtotal, tech insts - $4,737
Community tolleges ¥¥ = ~
Massactusetts Bay 814
Quinsigamond 19
Holyoke FA0}A
Berkshire 403
Northern Essex 380
Mount ¥Wachusett 289
~ North 3Bhore 285
Cape Cod * 276
South Shore - 252
Greenfield © 225
Southeastern Mass 160
West Suburbia 19
Subtotal, comm colls - 9,»3 926 - -
Total 43,940

¥ Includes main campus at Amherst,.
two-year branch in Boston now in
operation, and planning costs for -

a medical campus. to-be established
in Worcester,

** Called Yregional commun:.ty col- -
leges," these are in faect state in-
stitutions,

MASSACHUSETTS '(Continued from pre-
ceding column)

The total of $43,940,000" rep~
resents the annual legislative appro-
priations for operating expenses of

“the 1ns‘b1tutlons, less the amounts of
‘institutional receipts (chiefly

tuition fees paid by students) turned
.into .the state's gensral fund.

It
| there is any valid reason. for seizing
tuition. fees and commingling, them in
the general fund of the state, GRAPE~
VINE has never discovered it.- Yet
some states continue it

Scarcely less unnecessary.and.

futile is the practice of capturing
the fees for.the state treasury and
holding them in special funds until
approprigted by the legislature te
the respective institutions from
which they originally came. -Yet this

is still practiced by some states,

. Fortunately most'of the-states
having the top state universities
have no' statutes of this kind, and
tuition fees remain on the campus to "

-constitutea flexible resource at the

discretion of the university governing
board., This is one step toward'in-
stitutional autonomy not yet accom-
pllshed in Massachusettis, -though much
progress was nmade in-other regpects
in legislative acts of’ 1958 .and 1962,
The net total of §43,940,000°
approprlated for fiscal year 1966—67
is nearly 10 per cent more than GRAPE-
VINE's estimate of 40 million, used
in our annual summary of- the fifty
states released in the fall of 1966,
The margin of nearly §4 mii¥ion by -

‘which we undershot the mark- for Mas-—

sachusetts would mean a change of
about ohie-tenth of one per-eent in
the nationwide total of somewhat over.
3% billion appropriated by the fifty
states.

The 2-year gain for'Mdssachu~

 setts (since fiscal year 1964=~65) now

appears ‘to be about 543%; and the
b-year ‘gain_(since fiscal year 1960--
61), about' 229%--both high because
in 1960-Massachusebts was at & low
point, from which progress is now
being made., (Continued on page 613)
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MASSACHUSETTS' (Gontlnued-from:page,éaal

President John. W. Lederle, of
the University of, Massachusetts, in
his "State of the University" addvess
September 20, 1966, epitomized the
situation. in Massachusetts and, other . |
Northeastern states when he p01nted outs

"The great -mumber of: excellent.
private colleges and nniversities in
Massachusetts, strongly oriented, as.
they are.toward national: enrollments,
are just not meebing the demands of
Massachusetts residents for hlgher
educatlonal opportunitiss."

He was also gble to, report
that an act of the General .Courd |
(State legislature) of August 1966
took further steps toward recognition
of the necessary autonomy of the
state university: .

"Under its prov151ons, we.ara .
gble to pay.certain deans, .School of
Medicine department.heads, and a.se~
lected number of professors, salarles
above the ceiling -imposed by.the .
general salary.-sehedule of the Common—
wealth.. This extremely important, .
legislation moves us a step forward
in our effort, to become a leading.-
state university,"

In addition to(the state ap-
propriations. for .annual operatlng
expenses (net figures exhibited-in
Table 9, page 612, this issue -of .
GRAPEVINE), ; “President Lederle also.
reported that the 1966 legislature
appropriated $14 million for. capltal
improvements at the main campus in
Amherst, . .0f this. $6 million is for
construction of the Univer81ty Besearch
Center, and 600,000 for; the designing
by Edward Durell Stone of a projected.
new 28-story Library building.,,

Funds were .also_.provided for.
the purchase of the buildlng now occur
pied by the University of Massachusetps
at Boston, along wlth planning. funds
site; and continued planhlﬁ'g' money. for
the new School of Med iclne in Wbrcesteru

‘ .NEW JERSEY,.

“porn rasr o

 will be adJaoent or nearby.

Eloog;ngngw_ tu st iy

IE was -reportéd; early 1n
December 1966 that the Board of Trus-

'tees, of ‘the New Jerséy Gollepe of

Medicinhe and Dentlstry'(now s state
instltution, recéntly acqu1red from
the private Seton Hell'Unrversity,

which established it in Jérsey City:
in 1956}, had decided o reldcate it

"in downtown Newark,_a clty of nearly

half a.mjlllon people.
.The, detenmlnation.was said to;

" be conditlone& "only upon Newark!s "
) guaranteelng by Msrch 1, 1967 that a

site of 50 .acres, ‘would ;be ready. for
constructlon yithin 'a year, and that
an additional 100 acres would become

. availabla for, futire expansion, .

Mayor, Hugh J. Addonizio of _
Newark expressed every ‘confidence thdt

‘1 the guarantees would' ‘be fortheoming,
" The area is.within a undowr slim -

nelghborhood that, will, unaergo clea—

. rencé and redevelopment under the
:_federal-state-clty urban renewel
- progrem,.

The large. Newaqk Givy’ Hospltal
TIt'is ™
elso said.that the.state uill probably

" locate & large fe0111ty for mental

health-care 1n the 1mmediate v1c1n1ty.
Furthermore, ‘the.new College of’ Medi-,
cine .and; Dentlstry'would be_ a compo-

nent of a growing. academlc complex

that already 1ncludes the Newark.

-cempus of Rutgers, the. State Uniyer-
. 51ty, and the Newark College of”

Engineering. There seems to be strong
probability that Newark will eventu~
glly have.a great comprehensive and.

) cosmopolltan state ypiversity center
in what was once a dete:ioratlng
Weentral eity". -

Another 51te; more “secluded

"-and bucolie,. on the; 138—acre estate
. of Mrs, M., Hartley Dodge at the small
i eity of Madlson, WES, recommenaed by

the 3—member site commlttee ‘of. the

" Board,. but rejected by’ the Bogid, in
favor of the largercity’ 1ocatioq in
central Newark.

Thls As,in accord
with jrreversible trends toward ur-

,,banization and the modernization’ of

citied.
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WEST VIRGINIA. Governor Huleétt Smith
1s said to be ready to recommend that
the 1967 legislature provide free tui-
tion for two years'. attendance at the
State university and all State colleges
for all West Virginia residents who
meet the admission requirements of the
respective institutions,

The estimagted cost, to the state
would be %3 mllllon, vhich would bé
eppropriated to the institutions in
lieu of tuition fees, No other méthod
of reducing or sbolishing tuition’ fees
would be possible at present, beeeuse_

all the institutions are alresdy saddled
with "revenue bonds® for capital outlays

vhich pledge tuition fees for their
retirement, The ill-founded policy of
pledging student tuition fees for
building construction is indeed ob-
structive of the movement toward free
tuition; but of course such?bonds-*.
could be reflnanced,by a general obli-
gation staté bond issue covering them,
if the necessary legal . steps were dée-
termined to be taken.

It is heartening to observe that =

in a state which was recently backward
enough o divert student fees “to.buil-
ding construction, there 1s now g
governor bold and far-sighted enough’

to propose, free tuition in spite of

that handicap. Appropriatlons of state
tax funds to.the institutions ih lieu of
tuition fees would protect the holders
of outstanding "revenue bonds" and' at
the same time enable the 1nst1tutlons to
admit qualified studente.tultlonffree.'

Evidently Governor Hulett

Smith has been 6bserving the pollcy
of "tuition reduction. supplements"
begun by the Pennsylvanla legisla~
ture two years ago, and now in
operation on a large scale, &nd has
liked what he saw, .

Heré is something worthy of
careful odnsideration in all the
states, especially the comparatively
few in which the institutions havé
‘been permitted or compelled. to hock.
their student fees for the next 30
or 40 years to pay for academic
builldings. _ _ . oo
Not copyrighted.

priate manner,

8

i WISGONSEN,

I

A‘plaintive and frustrated
editorial appeared in a Milwaukee

- metropolitan daily on the day befors
Christmas, 1966,

After eleven years of the Wis-

-consin Coordinating Committee for

Higher Bducation, which has, under
the létter of the statute, "final

' authority in determining the single,

consolidated budget reguests" of the
University of Wisconsin, the state
colleges (now state universities),

.and that part of the operations of

the system,of Vbcational and Adult
Schools 'that is state-financed, the
editorial-writer voices keen dlsap—
pointment. '

"ihere was. the Committee," -
says he, "when,the State Building
Commission hacked away at budget re-
‘quests for starting new campuses in

**the’ﬂreen Bay and Kenosha areas?"

i

— o, ——

"ihere was it when the state

e.cdllege board of regents suddenly
decided, unilaterally,’ that faculty

salary requests should be revised?"
"ihere was it when the Uni-

versity of, Wisconsin slipped to the

governor a $216,000 request to ‘start

‘a new schopl'of architecture at Mil-

waukee?"
The query as to whether ‘the

i‘State Bu1ld1ng Commission can "hack

awvay" at university building ‘requests

| should be decided by the attornsy-.
Jgeneral or the courts, and if the

answer 1s affirmative, then legis-

| lation to keep that duty where it
 belongs, in the univer51ty governing

boards, would be approprlate.
Who.can possibly be in a- better.

| position to determine faculty’ sala:y
_{requests’ than the .university boards?

) If the central fiscal autho-
rities bog down for years, unable to
ascertain that a ‘'school of architec=-
ture is necessary, why should not the

.unlverslty governing board submit a
~|Tequsst for it?

It may eventuglly appear “thet
Wisconsin's tradltlonally cvercentra-
lized State .government ‘is a severe

If you quote or paraphrase, please credit the source in appro-




