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HISTORY SINCE 1969-70 OF STATE FUNDED NEED BASED
UNDERGRADUATE SCHOLARSHIP/GRANT PROGRAMS

# OF STATES/ DOLLAR AWARDS *

YEAR TERRITORIES # ENROLLED WINNERS - _ (MILLIONS)

1969 - 70 19 470,000 © §199.9

1970 - 7 21 535,200 (up 13.7%) 236.3 (up 18.2%)
1971 - 72 23 604,000 (up 12.9%) 268.6 (up 13.7%)
1972 - 73 29 661,700 (up 9.6%) 315.5 (up 17.5%)
1973 - 74 31 733,300 (up 10.8%) 364.2 (up 15.4%)
1974 - 75 37 813,100 (up 10.9%) 440.8 (up 21.0%)
1975 - 76 48 901,900 (up 10.9%) 510.2 (up 15.7%)
1976 - 77 | 55 1,104,400 (up 22.53) 651.4 (up 27.7%)
1977 - 78 56 1.161.400 (up 5.2%) 737.0 (up 1-3T%)
1978 - 79 57 1,242,500(up _7.0%) 828.9 (up 12.5%)

* A1l figures except '78 - '79 are known enrolled winners with award dollars.
'78 - '79 are best estimatas. A1l figures are rounded and include both
state and federal (SSIGP) dollars.

Beginning with the 1974-75 academic year, the federal Stata Student Incantive Grant .
Program (SSIGP) provided funds to assist in the establisnhment of new and the ex-
pansion of ‘existing State Student Scholarship/Grant Programs basad upon financial
need for at least half-time study in undergoraduats programs. -

Growth reoresented sinca 1974 - 75 in the historical summary table zbove, o'z
large degree, is a rasponse to the new SSIG Program which permits up to a $7,5C0
annual student award (equal shares of S750 Federal/Statz) in this new form of
State/Federal partnership.

Funding ievels to date for the SSIGP are:

YEAR SSIGP FUNDS
1974 - 75 $ 79.0 million
1973 - 76 20.0 miliicn
1976 - 77 44,0 miiliecn
1977 - 78 3.0 miTlion
1678 - 79 83.75 million
1979 - 8Q 76.75 million

Further.information of the SSIGP, a new and most significant State/Federal
delivery systam of providing both access and reasonable choice to financially
needy students, can be obtained from the State Student Incentive Grant Program,
Sureau of Student Financial Assistance, U. S. Office of Education, Regional Office
Building 3, 7th and D Streets, S.W., Room 4700, Washington, D. C. 20202.

Teleonone (202) 245-9717 ' ~



State 72 - 73 73 - 74 74 - 75 75 - 76 76 - 77 77 - 78 78 - 79
New York 23.4 21.4 22.0 25.3 32.4 30.8 31.9
Pennsylvania 19.8 17.4 16.2 13.3 10.0 8.5 9.1
I1tinois 15.1 14.7 13.3 13.4 10.7 10.5 10.2
New Jersey 7.1 6.9 5.6 4.2 3.9 3.9 4.4
California 7.8 8.5 9.8 10.0 10.5 10.6 10.1
A1l of Above 74.2% 69.0% 66.6% 66.2% 67.5% 65.3% 65.7

SUMYARY DATA ALL STATES' PRORPAMS BY SECTTR

PUBLIC

1976-77 1977-78 1978-79
Awards to -
Students £78,600 (62.0%) 735,458 (61.8%) 782,252 (63.0%)
Doilars to
Students $298,250,000 (46.2%) £338,275,000 (45.3%) $374,887,000 (45.2%)
Mean Award
Vatue $ 440 $ 460 $ 478

. R I VATE

197€6-77 1977-78 1978-7¢
Awards to
Students 416,700 (38.0%) 454,815 (38.2%) 460,214 (37.0%)
Dollars to .
Students $347,150,000 (53.8%) $407,738,000 (54.7%) $453,996,000 (54.8%)
Mean Award
Value $ 833 $ 896 $ 986

HISTCRICAL DATA
EIGKT YEAR HISTORY - DOLLAR VALUE OF AMARDS IN 5 STATES WITH LARGEST PROGRAMS

IN DOLLARS IN 1871-72

PERCENTAGE OF ALL STATES' AWARD DOLLARS

COST PER ENROLLED STUDENT WITH

ADMINISTRATIVE COST DATA

% TOTAL SCHOLARSHIP/GRANT PROGRAMS
ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS IS TO TOTAL

STATE AWARD

1974-75 Award Year
1975-76 Award Year
1976~77 Award Year
1977-78. Award Year
1978~79 Award Year

YEAR

1974-75
197576
1976-77
1977-78
1978-79

$12.00
$14.06

. $11,97

$14.48
$14.18Y

AWARDS VALUE

1674-75 Award Year
1975-76 Award Year
1976-77 Award Year
1977-78 Award Year
1978-79 Award Year

STATE STUDENT INCENTIVE GRANT FROGRAM INFORMATION

HISTORY OF FEDERAL (STATE STUDENT INCENTIVE GRANT PRCGRAMS) AND STATE FUNDED
PARTNERSHIP IN SCHOLARSHIP/GRANT NEED BASED UNDERGRADUATE ASSISTANCE

FEDERAL DOLLARS
PERCENTAGE SSIG

4.29%
3.88%
6.75%
8.03%
7.69%

STATE DOLLARS

PERCENTAGE __

95.71%
96.12%
93.25%
91.97%
§2.31%
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_ DOLLARS AND NUMBER OF AWARDS AND RELATED DATA BY STA
FOR COMPREIENSIVE UNDERGRADUATE STATE (COMPETITIVE AND NON-COMPETITIVE) SC
OF FINANCYAL AID BASED UPON NEED FOR RESIDENTS OF THE STATE

EITHER PUBLIC OR NON-PUBLEC COLLEGES OR UNIVERSITIES

COMPARATIVE REPORT

FOR 1977-78 AND 1978-79* ACADEMIC Y

TES
HOLARSHIP
TO ATTEND

EARS

AND GRANT PROGRAMS

*78-79 Data Is Best Estimate
(A11 Data Includes SSIG)

Amount of
Dollars/Cents
Paynqt Dollars Average Award to 1976
State/Territ # of Monetary Awards Percentage of Total (Millions) Percentage of Total Amount Population
ALﬂﬁﬂﬁKgl—gﬁzl_gzx 1977-78  1978-79  1977-78 1978-79 1977-78 1978-79  1977-78 1978-79 1977-78 1978-79 1977-78 1978-79
Student Assist P :
ALASEA nt Assistance Program __ . 2,453 _ 7,238 .21 . _..__ .58__ % _.546. s_z.m__‘___k_ 07 .26 % 223§ 300 $ .15 _%__ .59 .
Am%c)'lqlg]atships - e e 80 95 L0V . 0L _ YAV _ (150 ,_.,.__,_.02_.,_A,__,_..02____._1.562____._,,_1.,57_9_________v.,_,_35___ .31

... Incentive Grant_Program »95
ARKANSAS ram oo 1,988 2,200 V7 .18 1.200 _1.500 16 .18 613 682 .53 .67
~ State Scholarship Program 2,
cALTROmIA vip Program . 2,289 . 3,200 _. _ .20 . .. .26 _ -500 BUUY L T A 09 218 233 .4 35

Educational Opportunity Grants
.State Scholarship 39,964 39,871 55.874  55.584
.College Opportunity Grants 15,498 17,977 - 19.804  24.501
.Occupational Ed. & Training Grants 2,071 2,166 2.713 3.478 '
COLORAD%U Programs 57533 59,954 4,95 4,83  78.391 83573 1064  10.08 1,363 1,394 3.64 3.88
" Student Grants 12,000 12,000 -
Student Incentive Grants 1,500 2,400 ?ggg 113(251738
.o ___A1} Programs \500.__ 14,400 771 9.95
CORNECTICUT ¥3.500 7,400___1.36 __1.36 9771 9.9% . 1.33_ .20 724 691 _ _ 3.79 3.8
State Scholarship Program 2,734 3,292 2.022 2.560
Supplemental Grant Program 1,919 2,955 899 -990
Higher Education Grant Program 846 433 :280 .]30
Contxﬁtgd Stud. (Ind. Colleges) 4,500 5,300 3.600  4.230
A1l Programs__ _ ,99 2980, . . 191 :
OELAWARE e = ‘9999 __W,90 __ .86 .9 ____6.80%___7.910 .92 .95 680 660 2.19 2.5
Higher Education Scholarships 294 300 .200 200
Incentive Grants 500 475 .340 :34]

v . ... M1 Prograws _  __ . __ 798 TIS 01 .06 .540 5AT .07 .07 680 698 .93 .93
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA N o : Y nao 1 a1 198 1
““Tncentive Grants . ___ 1% 60 .07 05 .873 .873 2 N 1,099 1,343 1.25 1.25
FLORIDA . - - et e m e eim a4 e e m—meeime s e e s = camwasem = e e e e o s - e
~Student Assistance Grants 7,802 9,572 .67 _ -7 8.290 9.151 a2 1.0 1,063 956 99 1.10
GEORGIA o o

| ggincentive Scholarship Program __ . 8,000 11,000 .69, .89 2807 375 .38 .38 38 289 .86 .64
HARATT -

. TIncentive Grant Program____._ . _.__ 2,962 _ 4,800 .26 -39 298 4% .04 .06 lor 103 .34 .56
IDAIO
. Tncentive Grant Program __ __ ... 686 ‘g0 .06 _ .06 _ .30 _ .42 .05 .05 55 _ 55 __ .43 .49
ILLINOIS .
L____;.T_'qu.et_arx Avard Program . 92,291 97,725 7.95 _ _ _1.87  74.150 _84.275 _ 10.06 10.}7__ _ 803 _ 862 6.62 7.5
NDIANA :
" State Scholarships 16,320 15,920 13.350 13.500
Educational Grants 5,090 5,500 3.700 4.000
freedom of Choice Grants 5,200 6,100 _2.600 3.600
_____ ~_AY) Programs 26,610 27,520 2.29 2.21 19.650 21.100 2.67 2.5 7138 767 3.70  3.97




10WA

Scholarship Program 1,104 1,100 .599 .661
Tuition Grant Program 9,676 9,700 10.631 12.180
Voc./Tech Tuition Grants 1,097 2,000 .29 .700
'“'KAN“?\% 1 Programs 877 12,800 1.02 1.03 17,526 13547 1.56 1.63 970 1,058 4.01 4.
Scholarship Program 1,885 1,500 .937 .740
Tuition Grant Programs 3,131 3,870 3.498 3.675
AWl Programs . _ 5,616 5,370 A8 A3 A3 AR .60 .53 790 822 193  1.92
KERTUCKY . AT LR UL A L SN -4 Lo S AL L A . Je
State Grants 11,048 12,050 .95 .97 3.838 4.659 .52 .56 347 387 1.12 1.36
CLOUISIANA e e e s S e S oAby ey e T
. _mmgentfyg_(_irgm:s_____ 1,588 1600 .14 .13 .595 -600 .08 .07 375 375 .15 .15 ,
Incentive Scholarships 1,112 1,740 .460 1.091
Voc./Tech Program 150 _..=0- 071 0
_ A11 Programs 1,562 1,740 .13 AL 531 1,091 07 13 340 627 .50 1.02
HARYLAND — - o depbe o LA e e R e
General State Scholarships 4,200 4,800 z2.117 2.300
Senatorial Scholarships 6,178 _6,300 _2.372  _2.760
"Ml Programs . __ . To,358_V,200 __ .89___ .90 __"4.883 5000 _ .61 _ .60 433 416 oy A
MASSACHUSETTS ' ‘
General Scholarship Program 23,564 26,000 14.212 15.162
Nursing Scholarship Program 410 310 125 130
Special Ed. Scholarship Program 36 40 .013 015
Consortium Scholarship Program 260 250 .150 .150
Bus./Trade Non-Degree Tuition Program 207 220 .099 .100
M1 Programs " aHATI. %6850__ 201 2,06 V4599 V5557 1,98 1.83 6% 879 2.52 209
MICHIGAN ) _
“Competitive Scholarships 18,003 18,250 14.267 15.012
Tuition Grant Program 12,665 12,450 13.432 13.700
A1l Programs 30,668 30,700 2.64 2.47° 27699 WNZ 3.76 __ 3.46 903 935 .00 315
COMINNESOTA 90,000 3G, U0 e U 633 _eb.ile  2.0b _ Lo
Scholarship Program 9,276 10,877 - 7.078 9.009
Grant Program 16,217 19,3317 10.814 17.818 .
 'Miprograms__ 75493 _"30,204__ 2.0 243 __V.B® 76827 2.3 320 702 68125 6.78
MISSISSIPPI ,
“Incentive Grant 1,923 2,200 7 .18 1.064 1.109 .14 13 553 504_, 45 A7
MISSOURE
_a%‘a“x ent Grant Program 15,750 26,000 1.36 2.09 6.330  8.765__ .86 1.06 402 33 132 183
B A e G )
___Incentive Grants . _ 320 3200 M .10 330 _ .31 .08 04250 293 .44 80
NEBRASKA .
~Incentive Grants 1,591 1,600 AL A3 409 .BA0 .06 .10 257 525 .26 .5
T HEVADR ‘
_ “incentive Grants____ 38 .50 .03 .04 _ .13 _ 400 _  .02___ .05 _ 52 soo___ .28 -85
NEW HAMPSHIRE
Incentive Frogram oo V000 .07 .08 .32 .50 .05 _ .06 465 500 a5__ _ 50



{Continued)

DOLLARS AND NUMBER OF AWARDS AND RELATED DATA BY STATES FOR COMPREHENSIVE UNDERGRADUATE STATE {COMPETITIVE AND NON-COMPETITIVE SCHOLARSHIP ha
AND GRANT PROGRAMS OF FINANCIAL AID BASED UPON NEED FOR RESIDENTS OF THE STATE TO ATTEND EITHER PUBLIC OR NON-PUBLIC COLLEGES OR UNIVERSITIES

COMPARATIVE REPORT *78-79 Data is Best Estimate
FOR 1977 -78 AND 1978-79" ACADEM IC YEARS (A1l Data Includes SSIG)
Amount of
Dollars/Cents
Payout Dollars Average Award to 1976
# of Monetary Awards Percentage ol Total {Mitlions) . Percentage of Total Amount Population
NENS&:E?{%&EElEQL! 1977-78 1978-79 1977-78 1978-79 1977-78 1978-79 1977-78  1978-79 1977-78 1978-79 1977-78 1978-79
" Juition Aid Grants 0 40,593 0 21.42
Garden State Scholarship Program 0 3,800 s 0 $ }_33?
Educ. Opportunity Fund Program 12,379 12,379 8.891 6.878
{Below Being Phased Out)
State Scholarship Program 14,801 7,280 7.365 - 3.640
01d Tuition Grant Program 5,048 1,571 4.403 1.243
Public "Tuition Aid Grant" 15,222 2,175 3.028 435
County Coll. Scholarship Program 350 174 RYA .o87
lncg?%ixe Grants 8,176 4,616 ' 2.617 1.311
... All Programs_ . 55 72,588 .82 .8 475 36,4 . . . .

NEW HEXICO — 55.976..___ 72,588 __ 4.82 _ _ 5.84 ?6_515 36.418 3.59 _____A.40 _ 473 502 3.61 4.97
._ﬁml%gﬁtlve, Grant Program 1,450 1.500 J2z 2 586_ .600___ .07 __ .07 377 400 .47 .5) e

“Tuitfon Assistance Program 350,000 350,000 220.000 214.300

Regt]e?t; Scholarship Program 72,000 72,000 21.400 _20.000
. Mt Programs ~  #22,000.___422,000___36.34 33,96 1.4 264,300 . . ) . .

RORTH CAROL THA #22,000. __42 _36.34__ 33,96 __ 241400 _764.300 __32.75 _ 31.89 512 626 13.37 14.64 e
.. _Incentive Grants 4,45 5,100 __,38 A 2.5 I .35 .

HORTH DAKOTA e AM57___S,00 .38 _____.M___ 2570 _ 2.70 35 33 577 537 .9 .50
__,omg_tudgpt_ﬂs,.siStﬂ"ce Program 1,037 ____ 1,050 .09 .08 .339 343 .05 .04 32 327 .53 .53 B
_ _Instructional Grants Program 52, 56,476 __4.55 4.4 23.638 .925 '

OKLAHOMA . e 814 2t te _4.46__ 23.638 25,925 3.2 23,13 448 467 2.2y 2,43 .

Mggﬁoa..ﬂm.ﬁrfan}i.____ o 7.663___.80214.____ .66 _____ .66 ___1.672___ 1.873 L2323 218___ 228 60 .68

Need Grant 9,161 13,146 . 3.528 5.990
Cai\']r]f\;;ard s ' 68% - 192 .325 .376
MV Programs 9,847 _ _ 13,938. .85 1.12 .853 . 366 . . . .

PERNSTLVANIA 9.84 385 _ 102 "3853 636 .52 .77 39 457 1.66  2.74 o
—___Migher_Educ. Grant Program _____ 118,636 .120,000_.__10.22_____9.66___ _72.308 1%.500 9.8 9.

RIGDE TSLAND e 12,30 00__ 1 .9.11 609 629 6.13 6.40 _

Scholarship Program (New) 0 600 0 641
Grant Program (New) 0 1,000 0 1.069
Scholarship Program (01d) 2,490 2,039 2.092 1.529
Prof. Nurse Training Scholarship 70 99 040 .053
Bus. £d. Teachers Scholarship 20 30 .010 .on
War Orphans Scholarship . 24 9 .003 002
Need Based Awards 3,260 0 652 0

oo MY Programs . _ 586K .. 3,777 .5 . 2.797 . .3

EQ—UI" CAROLINA b Y A e 0- e e 30 R it 7 —— - 3 305_ VUV 8,___ —_— __,____-_4,0__ 477 875 2_.__99 37:—5\3; I
T Tuition Grants 7,758 7,900 .67 .64 8.907 _ 9.994 1.21 3 -

SOUTH DAKOTA ~ " 7 s I e T L L £ A ] 12y . Mas Y265 3.3 3.51) N
. Incentive Grants 3 300 1,400 A BN . .236 .265 .

TENHESSEE . 300 1 1 N5 L - 2 _...03 ...03 182 .. 189 - 34, I 1
__?EizguggnL_A§§1§guyxzjm@rd,»u,m__-_d.4,953____ﬂ7,14)._.“ . .A3 b7 2,977 Q250 .58 . _ .51 __ 600 _ 895 __ ____.J®_ 100 ___ ...

T Tuition Equaiization Grants 19,900 20,298 16.461  12.731

Public Education Grants 5,650 6,319 2.363 2.643

A1l Programs

25,560 . 26,617 . 2.20  2.14 i7.824 15.374  1.74  1.85 502 578 1.02 1.22



UTAH

“Incentive Grants 1,780 4,138 .15 .33 1247 188 .17 .22 701 449 1.0 1.51
VERMONT LS L S A 2

“Incentive Grants 5,438 5,600 A7 .45 3.199 3.855 .43 A7 588 688 6.71 5.08
VIRGINIA . - N TThmm TUTNITTIIT S i m i cmemsnom e s s —
__Coll. Schol. Assistance Prog. 8,897 10,164 a7 _.Be 2.986 ___ 3.486 .34 .42 279 343 .49 -69
WASHINGTON , - o - T

“_Ueed Grant Program._..___ _____10,474 __ __ 10,474 .9 __...B4 4292 4609 .58 .56 410 440 1.16 1.25
WEST VIRGINIA

__ligher Ed. Grant Program_ 5,051 4,950 _ .43 A0 2,690 2.924 -36 .35 533 591 1.47 1.60__
WISCOHSIN

" Juition Grant Program 9,000 8,200 7.327 8.044

Higher Ed. Grant Program 25,000 30,000 12.939  13.941

Indian Student Grants 1,300 1,300 977 1.100 .

. ..MYPrograms_ 35,300 39,500 _3.04_ 3.18 21,203 _73.08% 2.80 2.79 602 584 4.61 5.01
WYOMING

Incentive Grants 95 430 0 .03 .056 .195 .0l .02 589 453 14 .50
AVERICAN_SAMOA '

Scholarship Program__ 149 LY A L 1 ) 293 .297 .01 -.04 1966 1678 - -
GUAM ” ) - -
" Prof./Tech Award ___ _ .56 .56 .0 .01 .231 .231 .03 --03 1125 1125 - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS Tt
__Grant Program 0 350 - .03 0 -496 .07 .06 - 1417 - -
PUERTO RICO - _ - —
_~_Tncentive Grants 1,550 1,600 .13 .13 1.092 1.160 .15 .14 705 725 - -
TRUST TERRITORY i ,

" Scholarships and Grants 718 1,000 .06 .08 .560 .505 .08 .06 780 505 - -
VIRGIN TSLANDS :

" Territorial Scholarship 378 393 .03 .03 $ .a73  $.501 06 .06 $1251 $1275 ¢ - § -
GRAND TOTALS 1,161,376 1,242,466 100.00 100,00  $737.004 $828.883 100.00  100.00 § 635 $ 667 $3.92 $3.01

up 7%

up 12.5%



PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS - 1978-79

BEST ESTIMATES
PERCENTAGE (F AWARDS AND DOLIARS BY SECTOR BY PROGRAM

Percentage of Awards Percentage of Award Dollars

At At At At
State/Territory Public Inst. Private Inst. Public Inst. Private Inst.
ALABAMA 64.0 36.0 64.0 36.0
*ALASKA 95.0 5.0 95.0 5.0
ARIZOR 95.0 5.0 90.0 10.0
ARKANSAS 80.0 20.0 62.0 38.0
CALIFORNTA .
.State Scholarships 52.0 48.0 17.0 83.0
.College Cprortunity Grants 87.0 13.0 87.0 13.90
.Occup. Training Grants 43.0 57.0 14.0 86.0
COLORADO
Stdent Grants 100.0 .0 100.0 .Q
Student Incentive Grants 88.0 2.0 93.0 7.0
CCNNECTICUT
.State Scholarships 36.0 64.0 25.0 75.0
.Higher Ed. Grants 42.0 58.0 42.0 58.0
.Supplerental Grants 69.0 31.0 53.0 47.0
Contractual Students - .0 100.0 .0 100.0
DELAWARE
* Hicher Ed. Scholarships 40.0 60.0 25.0 75.0
.Incentive' Grants 30.0 20.0 75.0 25.0
DISTRICT CF COLLMBIA 30.0 60.0 40.0 50.0
FIORIDA ) 42.0 38.0 $Q.0 50.0
GEORGIA 75.0 25.0 72.0 23.0
*HANATLT 90.0 10.0 90.0 10.0
ID2HO 91.0 9.0 91.0 9.0
LLINOIS 61.0 39.0 35.0 65.0
INDIZNA .
* _State Scholarships 60.0 40.0 55.0 45.0
* .Grants 78.0 22.0 76.0 24.0
* _Freedam of Chwice Grants .0 100.0 .0 100.0
IGA
.State Scholarshirs 47.0 s3.0 4s5.0 55.0
.Tuition Grants .0 100.0 .0 100.0
Voc./Tech. Grants 100.0 .0 100.0 .0
KANSAS-
.Stata Scholarships 83.0 17.0 86.0 14.0
Tuition Grants .0 100.0 .0 100.0
RENTUCKY 67.0 31.0 45,0 54.0
LOUISIANA 79.0 21.0 77.0 23.0
MAINE .
Juitien Equalization Grants 40.0 60.0 38.0 62.0
* Voc/Tech. Grants 100.0 .0 100.0 .0
MARYTIAND
.Ganeral State Scholarships 73.0 27.0 63.0 37.0
.Senatorial Scholarships - 80.9 20.0 73.0 27.0
m.Gerieral Scholarships 50.0 50.0 27.0 73.0
Jursing Awards 10.0 90.0 10.0 90.0
.Special E4. Awards 20.0 80.0 10.0 90.0
.Consortium Awards .0 100.0 .0 .:1'.00.0
.Private Non-Degree Awards .0 100.0 .0 100.0
mmlcngeut;ve Schplarships 80.0 20.0 74.0 26.0
.Tuition Grants .0 100.0 0 100.0
P\
larships 53.0 47.0 41.0 59.0
State e 73.0 27.0 63.0 37.0
MISSISSIZPI 72.0 28.0 40.0 60.0
MISSCURL 91.0 9.0 89.0 11.0
MONTANA 91.0 9.0 91.0 9.0
*AMERICAN SAMOA 60.0 40.0 60.0 40.0
*GUAM 29.0 71.0 68.0 32,0
*PUERTO RICO 35.0 65.0 30.0 70.0
*TROST TERRITORY 65.0 35.0 75.0 25.0
*UIRGIN ISLANCS 55.0 45.9 55.0 45.0

ALY, STATES/TERRITORIES 63.0% 37.0% 45.2% 54.8%



PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS - 1978-79

PERCENTAGE STATE AWARD DOLLARS - FEDERAL (SSIG) AND STATE RANK ORDER (LOW TO HIGH)
' 1978-79 AWARD YEAR

o o

. FEDERAL STATE

STATE (SS16) FUNDS
1. New York 2 28
2. IMinois 4 96
3. Minnesota 4 96
4., Pennsylvania 4 96
5. Vermont 4 96
6. Iowa 5 95
7. New Jersey 5 95
8. Indiana 6 94
9, MWisconsin 5 94

ALL STATE FUNDS 7.7 92.3
10. Colorade 8 92
11. South Careclina 8 92
12. Michigan 9 9
13. 0Ohio 9 91
14, Connecticut 10 90
15. Rhode Isiand 10 90
16. Oregon 12 838
17. California 14 86
18. Massachusetts 14 86
19. Missouri 14 86
20. West Virginia 14 86
21. Kansas 16 84
22. Kentucky 16 84
22, Florida 21 79
24. Maine 21 79
25. Maryland . 22 78
26. Texas 22 78
27. Tennessee 24 76
28. Utah 25 75
29. Washington 7 73
30. Wyoming 28 72
31. Oelaware 32 68
32. Georgia 35 65
33. Virginia 38 52
34, Alabama 44 56
35. North Dakota 48 52
36. Alaska 50 50
37. Arizona 50 50
38. Arkansas 50 50
39. District of Columbia 50 50
40. Hawaii 50 50
471, ldaho 50 50
42. louisiana 50 3
43, Misstssippi 50 50
44, Montana 50 50
45. Nebraska 50 50
46. Nevada 50 50
47. New Hampshire 50 50
48. New Mexico 50 50
49, North Carolina 50 50
50. Oklahoma 50 50
51. South Dakota 50 50



PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS - 1978 -79

RANK ORDER (HIGH TO LOW) - PERCENTAGES OF ALL 1978-79 NUMBER AND DOLLARS
OF STATE UNDERGRADUATE NEED BASED AWARDS BY STATES/TERRITORIES

O W~NDOH W
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- NUMBER OF AWARDS AWARD DOLLARS (MILLIONS)
STATE # % OF TOTAL  CUMULATIVE?X STATE DOLLARS % OF TOTAL  CUMULATIVE %
New York 422,000 33.96 33.96 1. New York 264.300 31.89 31.89
Pennsylvania 120,000 9.66 43.62 2. I1linois 84.275 10.17 42.06
I1linois 97,725 7.87 51.49 3. California 83.575 10.08 52.14
New Jersey 72,588 5.84 57.33 4. Pennsylvania 75.500 9.11 61.25
California 59,924 4.83 62.16 5. New Jersey 36.448 4.40 65.65
Ohio 55,476 4.46. 66.62 6. Michigan 28.712 3.46 69.11
Wisconsin 39,500 3.18 69.80 7. Minnesota 26,827 3.24 72.35
Michigan 30,700 2.47 72.27 8. O0Ohio 25.925 3.13 75.48
Minnesota 30,214 2.43 74.70 3. Wisconsin 23.085 2.79 78.27
Indiana 27,520 2.21 76.91 10. Indiana 21.100 2.55 80.82.
Massachusatts 26,850 2.18 79.07 11. Massachusetts 15.557 1.88 82.70
Taxas 26,617 2.14 81.21 12. Texas 15.374 1.85 84.55
Missouri 26,000 2.09 83.30 13. Iowa 13.541 1.63 36.18
Colorado 14,400 1.16 84.46 14. South Carolina 9.99%4 1.21 87.39
Oregon 13,938 1.12 85.58 15. Colorado 9,956 1.20 88.59
Iowa 12,800 1.03 86.61 - .16. Florida 9.151 1.10 89.69
Kentucky 12,050 .97 87.58 17. Missouri 8.765 1.06 90.75
Connecticut 11,980 .96 83.54 18. Connecticut 7.910 .95 91.70
Maryland 11,200 .90 89.44 19. Oregon 6.366 J7 92.47
Georgia 11,G00 .89 90.33 20. Maryland 5.000 .60 93.07
Washington 10,474 .84 91.37 21. Kentucky 4.659 .56 93.63
Virginia 10,164 .32 91.99 22. Washington 4,609 .56 94.19
lorida 9,572 .77 92.78 23. Kansas 4.415 .33 94.72
Okiahoma 8,214 .66 33.42 24. Tennessae 4.250 .31 95.23
South Carolina 7,800 ) .64 94.06 25. Vermont 3.855 .47 95.70
Alabama 7,238 .58 94.64 26. VYirginia 3.486 .42 36.12
Tennassae 7,141 .57 95.21 27. Rhode Island 3.305 .40 96.52
Yermont 5,800 .45 35.68 28. Georgia 3.175 .38 96.90
Kansas _ 5,370 .43 96.09 29. 'West Virginia 2.924 .35 97.25 -
North Carslina 5,100 .41 96.50 30. North Carolina 2.741 .33 87.58 -
West Virginia 4,950 .40 96.90 31. Alabama 2.17 .25 97.84
Hawaii 4,800 .39 97.29 32. 0Oklahoma 1.873 .23 98,07
Utah 4,138 .33 97.62 33. Utah 1.858 .22 98.29
Rhode Island 3,777 .30 97.92 34. Arizona 1.500 .18 98.47
Arkansas 3,200 .26 g8.18 35. Puerto Rico 1.180 14 98.61
Arizona 2,200 .18 98.36 36. Mississippi 1.109 .13 98.74
Mississippi 2,200 .18 98.54 37. Maine 1.109 13 98.87
Maine 1,740 .14 98.68 38. Dist. of Columbia .873 N 98.98
Louisiana 1,600 A3 98.81 39. Nebraska .840 .10 99.08
Nebraska 1,600 3 98.94 40. Arkansas .747 .09 99.17
Puerta Rico 1,600 .13 99.07 41, New Mexico .600 .07 99.24
New Mexico 1,300 12 99.19 42. Louisiana .600 .07 99.31
South Dakota 1,400 1 .89.30 43. Delaware .541 .07 99.38
Montanra 1,200 .10 99.40 44, Trust Territory .505 .06 99.44
North Dakota 1,050 .08 99.48 45, VYirgin Islands .501 .06 99.5
New Hamoshire 1,000 .08 99.56 46. Mew Hampshire .500 .06 99.56
Trust Territory 1,000 .08 99.64 47. Hawaii .496 .06 99.62
Idaho 800 .06 99.70 48. N. Marianas .496 .06 99.68
Delawars 775 .06 99.76 49, Idaho .412 .05 99.73
District of Columbia 650 .05 99.81 50. Nevada .400 .05 99.78
Nevada 500 .04 99.85 51. Montana .351 .04 99.82
Wyoming 430 .03 99.38 52. North Dakota .343 .04 99.86
Yirgin Islands 393 .03 99.91 83. A. Samoa -.297 .04 29.90-
N. Mariana 350 .03 99.94 34, South Dakota .265 .03 99.93
A. Samoa 177 .01 99.95 §5. Guam .231 .03 99.95
Alaska 95 .01 99.96 56. Wyoming .195 .02 99.98
Guam 86 .01 99.97 57. Alaska .150 .02 100.00




RANK ORDER - INDEX OF EFFORT

1978-79 AWARDS

PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS - 1978-79

DOLLARS/CENTS IN NEED BASED AWARDS PER
ESTIMATED 1976 STATE POPULATION

"RANK  STATE
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DOLLARS/CENTS ON AWARDS

PER 1976

ESTIMATED POPULATION

RANK ORDER (HIGH TO LOW) OF 1978-79
MEAN AWARD DOLLAR VALUE

New York
Vermont
I1linois
Minnesota
Pennsylvania
Wisconsin
New Jersey
Iowa

Indiana
California
Colorado
Rhode Island
South Carolina
Michigan
Qregon
Massachusetts
Connecticut
Ohio

Kansas
Missouri

West Virginia
Utah

Kentucky

District of Columbia

Washington
Texas
Maryland
Florida
Maine
Tennessee
Delaware
Virginia
Okahoma
Arizona
Nevada
Georgia

New Hampshire
Alabama
Hawai1{
Nebraska
North Dakota
New Mexico
Nerth Carolinra
Wycming
ldaho
Mississippi
Montana
South Dakota
Alaska
Arkansas
Louisiana

ALL STATES

14.64

8.08
.53
.78
.40
01
.97
7
.97
.88
.87
.53
.51
.15
.74
.69
.55
.43
.92
.83
.60
.51
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RANK STATE
1. Alaska
2. California
3. District of Columbia
4. South Carolina
5. Iowa
6. Florida
7. Michigan
8. Minnesota
9. Rhode Island
10. 111linois
11. Kansas
12. Nevada
13. Indiana
14. Delaware
15. Colorado
16. Vermont
17. Arizona
ALL STATES
18. Connecticut
19. Pennsylvania
20. Maine
21. New York
22. Tennessee
23. West Virginia
24. Wisconsin
25. Massachussetts
26. Texas
27. North Carolina
28. Nebraska
29. Idaho
30. Mississippi
31. New Jersey
32. New Hampshire
23. Ohio
34. Oregon
35, Wyoming
36. Utah
37. Maryland
38. Washington
39. New Mexico
40, Kentucky
41, Louisiana
42. Virginia
43, Missouri
44, North Dakota
45. Alabama
46. Montana
47. Georgia
48. Arkansas
49, Oklahoma
50. South Dakota
51. Hawaii

MEAN_AWARD

$ 1,579
1,394
1,343
1,265
1,058

956
935
888
875
862
822
800
767
698
691
688
682
667
660
628
627
626
505
591
584
579
578
537
525
518
504
502
500
467
457
453
449
446
440
400
387
378
343
337
327
300
293
289
233
228
189
103
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PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS - 1978-79

PERCENTAGE CHANGE BY STATE - NUMBER OF
NUMBER OF AWARDS
1977-78 TO 1978-79

STATE

District of Columbia - 1

1. Wyoming

2. Alabama .

3. Utah

4, Missouri

5. Hawaii

6. Nevada

7. Tennessee

8. Oregon

9. Arkansds

10. Georgia

11. New Jersay
12. New Hampshire
13. Florida
14. Connecticut
15. Minnesota
16. Idaho .

17. Mississippi
18. North Carolina
19. Virginia
20. Arizona
21. Wisconsin
22. Maine
23. Massachusetts
24. Kentucky
25. Maryland
26. Iowa
27. South Dakota
28. Oklahoma

ALL STATES

29. Colorado
30. I1linois
31. Alaska
32. Ohio
33. California
34. Texas
35. Indiana
36. New Mexico
37. Vermont
38. South Carolina
39. North Dakota
40. Pennsylvania
41. Louisiana
42. Nebraska
43, Michigan
44, New York
45, Washington
46. West Virginia
47. Delaware
48. Kansas
49. Montana
50.
51. Rhode Island

% CHANGE

+352.
+195.
+132.
65.
62.
52.
44.
41.
39.
37.
29,
25.
22.
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RANK ORDER (HIGH TO LOW) PERCENTAGE
CHANGE IN TOTAL STATE FUNDING FOR
- 1978-79 AWARDS WHEN COMPARED WITH
TOTAL 1977-78 FUND FOR AWARDS

STATE % CHANGE

1. Alabama + 297.6
2. Wyoming + 248.2
3. Nevada + 131.2
4, Maine + 105.5
5. Nebraska ~+ 105.4
6. Hawaii + 66.4
7. Oregon + 65,2
8. Minnesota + 49.9
9. Arkansas + 49.4
10. Utah + 49.0
11. Tennessee + 42.8
12. Virginia + 40.2
13. Missouri + 38.5
14. New Jersey + 37.7
15. New Hampshire + 34.4
16. Arizona + 24.9
17. Kentucky + 21.4
18. Vermont + 20.5
19. Texas + 19.9
20. Rhode Island + 18.2
21. Iowa + 17.5
22. Connecticut + 16.3
23. Idaho + 14.4
24. I1linois + 13.7
25. Georgia + 13.1
ALL STATES + 12.5

26. South Dakota + 12.3
27. South Carolina + 12.2
28. Oklahoma + 12.0
29. Maryland + 11.4
30. Florida + 10.4
31. New Mexico + 9.9
32. Ohio + 9.7
33. New York + 9.5
34. West Virginia + 8.7
35. Wisconsin + 8.7
36. Indiana + 7.4
37. MWashington + 7.4
38. North Carolina + 6.7
39. California + 6.6
40. Massachusetts + 6.6
41. Alaska + 6.4
42. Montana + 6.4
43. Pennsylvania + 4.4
44, Mississippi + 4.2
45, Michigan + 3.7
46. Colorado + 1.9
47. North Dakota + 1.2
48. Louisiana + .8
49, Delaware + 2
50, District of Columbia 0
51. Kansas - 5



PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS -1978 - 1979

78-79 COMPETITIVE PROGRAMS - SOME MEASURE OF ACADEMIC POTENTIAL REQUIRED
AS A CONDITION OF ORIGINAL ELIGIBILITY:

STATE # AWARDS $(DOLLARS )
California

A11 Programs 59,954 $83,573,305.
Connecticut

Scholarships 3,292 2,560,000.
Indiana

Scholarships 15,920 13,500,000.
Iowa

Scholarships _ 1,000 661,000.
Kansas

Scholarships 1,885 740,000.
Louisiana 1,600 600,000.
Michigan

Scholarships 18,250 15,012,000.
Minnesota:

Scholarships 10,877 9,008,951.
New Hampshire 800 500,000.
New Jersey

Scholarships 14,801 * 6,700,000.
New York

Regents 72,000 20,000,000.
Oregon :

Cash Awards 792 375,702.
Rhode Island

Scholarships 2,039 1,529,250.
South Carolina * 7,000 9,994,022
West Virginia 4,950 2,923,622.
American Samoa * 149 _ * 293,000.
Guam * 56 * 231,000.
Virgin IsTands 393 500,950.

TOTALS 215,758 $168,702,802
Percentage of all Awards ' : 17.4%
Percentage of A1l Award Dollars : 20.5%

Mean Award $782.

* 1977 Data
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IS _ANY MEASURE OF ACADEMIC POTENTIAL REQUIRED FOR DETERMINING FIRST TERM ELIGIBILITY?

CALIFORNIA

1. Cal A - applicant qualify based on
GPA (or SAT scores if attending a non-
graded school)

2. Cal B - GPA; self-objective profile
of goals and potential

3. Cal C - Recommendation (20%) GPA
(20%); self-evaluation ( 60%)

CONNECTICUT

State Scholarship Program-SAT scores
rank in class at the end of jr. year
in high school, and an estimate of
potential for success in college

IOWA
Scholarship-class rank & ACT scores

KANSAS _
State Scholar-ACT assessment and
Career Planning Profile

LOUISIANA
Students must have a 2.0 cumulative

average, or a GED test score-average
of 45.

MICHIGAN
Competitive Scholarship-ACT results,
prior to enrollment

MINNESOTA

State Scholarship Program-. recipients
must rank in the top quarter of their
classes at the end of Jr. year

NEW HAMPSHIRE
Freshmen must graduate in upper 3/5ths
of high school graduating class

NEW JERSEY

Garden State Scholarship Program-
Weighted combination of high school rank
and SAT scores produces an academic index

NEW YORK
Regents Scholarship-awards are made on the
basis of the SAT or ACT exam

QREGON

Cash grant-SAT & high school GPA
combined to produce a predicted college
G.P.A.

RHODE ISLAND

State Scholarships-SAT scores & rank in

class-State Scholarship & Grant Program-
SAT for scholarship; none for grant

SOUTH CAROLINA

Freshman must not graduate in bottom
quarter of high school class

WEST VIRGINIA

For incoming freshmen students, a
combination of high school GPA and ACT
composite score

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Applicant must have earned an average of
at least "C" for a loan and "B8" for a
grant.



RECEIVED FUNDS FOR

STATE AGENCY'S S. S. 1.

. _INVOLVEMENT

1977-78 AWARDS

ALABAMA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
CALIFORNIA
DELAWARE
WASINGTON D.C.
FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAI I
IDAHO
ILLINOIS
I0WA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO

OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

 VERMONT

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
VIRGIN ISLAND

1978 - 1979 FUNDS PENDING

ALABAMA
HAWAII
WISCONSIN

13.

WILL RECEIVE FUNDS FOR 1978-79 AWARDS

ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
CALIFORNIA
DELAWARE
WASHINGTON D.C.
FLORIDA
GEORGIA
IDAHO
ILLINOIS
IOWA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA -
MAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA

OTHER:

MISSOURI
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO

OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
VIRGIN ISLANDS

MISSISSIPPI -rec. Funds for 78-79 Awards

OKLAHOMA

- 78-79 partially funded

GUAM - no SSIG money involved



14.

FEDERAL SSIG FUNDS (IF RECEIVED) APPLIED
TO SPECIFIC STATE PROGRAMS:

ALABAMA: Alabama Student Assistance
Program.

ALASKA: Not limited to specific pro-
grams. ' '

ARIZONA: Arizona State Student Incent-

ive Grant Program.

ARKANSAS: State Scholarship Program.
CALIFORNIA: California Grant A Program,
CaTifornia Grant B Program, California
Grant C Program. :

COLORADO: Colorado Student Incentive
Grants. .
CONNECTICUT: State Scholarship Program
DELAWARE: Higher Education Scholarship
Program.

FLORIDA: Florida Student Assistance
Grants. _

GEORGIA: Georgia Incentive Scholarship
Program.

HAWAIT: Hawaii Student Incentive Program.
IDAHO: State Student Incentive Grant
Program.

ILLINOIS: Monetary Award Program.

IOWA: State of Iowa Scholarship Program,

Iowa Vocational-Technical Tuition Grant
Program,

KANSAS: State of Kansas Scholarship Pro-
gram, Kansas Tuition Grant Program.
KENTUCKY: State Student Incentive Grant
Program - Offered as KHEAA State Grants.
LOUISIANA: Louisiana State Student In-
centive Grant Program.

MAINE: Maine State Student Incentive
Scholarship Program.

MARYLAND: General State Scholarship Pro-
gram.

MASSACHUSETTS: General Scholarship Pro-
gram.

MICHIGAN: Competitive Scholarship Program.
MINNESQOTA: State Grant-in-Aid Program.

MISSISSIPPI: Undergraduate College Pro-
grams - Jr. and Sr. Colleges.

MISSOURI: Missouri Student Grant Program.
MONTANA: Montana Student Incentive Grant
Program.

NEBRASKA: Federal SSIG funds will be used
specifically for .the SSIG program.

NEVADA: Nevada Student Incentive Grant.
NEW HAMPSHIRE: New Hampshire Incentive
Program.

NEW JERSEY: Tuition Aid Grant Program.

NEW MEXICO: New Mexico Student Incentive
Grant Program.

NEW YORK: Tuition Assistance Program.
NORTH CAROLINA: North Carolina Student
Incentive Grants

NORTH DAKOTA: Student Financial Assistance
Program,

QHIO: Ohio Instructional Grants Program
OKLAHOMA: Tuition Aid Grant Program.
OREGON: Need Grant.

PENNSYLVANIA: State Higher Education Grant
Program.

RHODE ISLAND:
SOUTH CAROQLINA:
Grants Program.

SOUTH DAKOTA: SSIG Program.
TENNESSEE:

State Grant Program.
South Carolina Tuition

Tennessee Student Assistance
Award Program.

TEXAS: Tuition Equalization Grants Program,
Texas Public Educational Grants Program.

VERMONT: Incentive Grants Program.
VIRGINIA: College Scholarship Assistance
Program.

WASHINGTON: Washington State Need Grant
Program.

WEST VIRGINIA: West Virginia Higher Educ-
ation Grant Program.

WISCONSIN: Wisconsin Higher Education
Grants (VWHEO).

VIRGIN ISLANDS: Virgin Islands Territorial
Scholarship Grant Program.
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WHERE STATE RESPONSIBILITY FOR STATE ADMINISTRATION OF UNDERGRADUATE SCHOLARSHIP?
GRANT NEED BASED PROGRAM(S) IS PLACED

Separate Authority or Commission Division of State Board of Higher/
' Post-Secondary Education
California Ohio
Colorado Oregon Alabama Nevada
Georgia Pennsylvania Arkansas New Mexico
I1Tinois Rhode Island Connecticut New Jersey
Iowa South Carolina Kansas North Dakota
Kentucky Tennessee Massachusetts OkTlahoma
Louisiana Vermont Missouri Virginia
Maryland Wisconsin Montana West Virginia
New York Guam
State Office of Education 1202 Post-Secondary Commission
Florida Arizona Nebraska
Maine Colorado New Hampshire
Michigan Delaware New Jersey
Virgin Islands Hawaii Washington
Other:

Alaska- A division of the State Post-secondary Commission

Washington D.C. - A division of the D.C. Department of Human Resources Office of
State Agency Office

Idaho - Office of the State Board of Education

Mississippi =~ State agency .

Nebraska - Independent agency with statutory authority

North Carolina - A separate agency

Texas - State agency responsib]e for coordinating higher education
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PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS

(ATT 1978-/9 Award Year, Need Based,
Funded, Undergraduate, Non-Repayable
Gift Aid Programs)

ALABAMA

Student Assistance Program

ALASKA

None

ARIZONA

Arizona State Student Incentive Grant

Program

ARKANSAS

State Scho]arsh1p Program

CALIFORNIA

Calif. Grant A Prog (state Schol. Prog)

Calif Grant B Prog (College Oppor Grant

Program)

Calif C Prog (Occupational Ed & Training
Grant Program)

COLORADO
Colo Student Incentive Grants; Colo
Student Grants, Local District Grants_

CONNECTICUT

State Schalarship Prog, State Supplemental
Grant Program, Higher Education Grant
Program (phasing out), Contracted Students/
Independent Colleges

DELAWARE

Stata Student Incentive Grant Prog
Higher Education Scholarship Prog
Children of Deceased Veterans & others
Optometric Institutional Aid Program

WASHINGTON D.C.
D. C. State Student Incentive Grant Program

FLORIDA
Seminole/Miccosukee Indian Scholarship
Florida Student Assistance Grant

GEDRGIA
Georgia Incentive Scholarship Prcgram (ssIG
Program)

HAWAII
Hawaii Student Incentive Grant Prog.

PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS

{continued)

IDAHO
State Student/Incentive Grant Prog

ILLINOIS
Monetary Award Program

I0WA

State of Iowa Scholarship Prog

Iowa Tuition Grant Program

Iowa Vocational-Technical Grant Prog.

KANSAS
State of Kansas Scholarship Prog.
Kansas Tuition Grant Prog.

KENTUCKY

KHEAA Grant Programs-State Student
Incentive Grants

Kentucky Tuition Grants

LOUISIANA
Louisiana State Incentive Grant Program

MAINE
Ma, Student Incentive Scholarship Prog.

MARYLAND

General State - Senatorial - Proffessional
Nursing - Proffessional, Pharmacy

Teacher of Deaf/Impaired Hearing

Children of Deceased Firemen, Law
Officers, Rescue Squad, Nat'l Guard

MASSACHUSETTS

General Scholarship Program

Nursing Scholarship Program

Special Education Scholarship Program
Consortium Scholarship Program
Private Business and Trade School
Non-Degree Tuition Assistance Program

MICHIGAN
Cometitive Scholarship Program
Tuition Grant Program

MINNESOTA

State Scholarship Program - State Grant
Program - Nursing Grant Program -
Part-Time Grant Program - AVTI Tuition
Subsidy Program



PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS
{continued)

MISSISSIPPI
State Student Incentive Grant Prog.

MISSOURI
- Missouri Student Grant Program

MONTANA
Montana Student Incentive Grant Prog.

NEBRASKA

State Student Incentive Grant Prog.
Neb. State Schol. Prog. (not opera-
tional for 78-79)

NEVADA
Nevada Student Incentive Grant

NEW HAMPSHIRE
New Hampshire Incentive Program

NEW JERSEY

Tuition Aid Grant Program

Garden State Scholarship Program
Educational Opportunity Fund Prog.
Grandfathered Programs:(programs
being phased out) State Schol Prog.
01d Tuition Aid Grant Program
Public Tuition Aid Grant Prog.
County College Graduate Schol Prog.

NEW MEXICO
New Mexico Student Incentive Grant Prog.

NEW YORK
Tuition Assistance Program
Regents College Scholarship Prog.

NORTH CAROLINA
North Carolina Student Incentive Grants

NORTH_DAKQOTA

North Dakota Student Financial Asst. Prog.

OHIO
Ohio Instructional Grants Program

OKLAHOMA
State Student Incentive Grant Prog/
Tuition Aid Grant Prog.

OREGON
Need Grant - Cash Award - State Student
Incentive Grant Program

PENNSYLVANIA
State Higher Ed. Grant Prog.

17.

PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS
(continued)

RHODE ISLAND

R.I. State Scholarship Program (new)
R.I. State Grant Program (new)
R.I. State Scholarship Program (o0ld)
Professional Nurse Trn. Scholarship
Business Ed. Teachers Scholarship
War Orphans Scholarship

SOUTH CAROLINE
Tuition Grants Program

TENNESSEE
Tennessee Student Assistance Award

TEXAS

Tuition Equalization Grants Program
Texas Public Educational-State

Student Incentive Grants Program

State Student Incentive Grants Program
(matching Tuition Equalization Grants)

VERMONT
Incentive Grant Program

VIRGINIA
College Scholarship Assistance Program

WASHINGTON
Washington State Need Grant Program

WEST VIRGINIA
West Virginia Hidwer Education Grant Prog.

- WISCONSIN

Wisconsin Tuition Grant Program
Wisconsin Higher Education Grant Prog.
Wisconsin Indian Student Assistance Grants

VIRGIN.ISLANDS

Virgin Islands Territorial Scholarship
Program - State Student Incentive Grant
Program

STATE FUNDED GRANT PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED
THROUGH OTHER AGENCIES

ALABAMA
Graduate Nursing Scholarships-State Board
of Nursing ($57,000; not need based);
Dental Scholarships Board ($228,000 not
need based); Medical Scholarships Board
($555,000; not need based).
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STATE FUNDED GRANT PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED
THROUGH OTHER AGENCIES (continued)

CALIFORNIA

CSUC - EDP Grants $6,979,720; Comm. Coil.
EDP Grants $16,139,919; U. of Calif. Affirr
Action Grants $4,170,000; Cal Ed Assis. to
Vet. & Depen. $2,203,344

COLORADO
$200,000 not need based

DELAWARE
$2,000,000 need based

IDAHO
Idaho MiTitary District Office has a
tutional grant program for Nat'l Guard

ILLINOIS )
Veterans/National Guard-$10,000,000, est.
(not need based)

T0WA

War Orphans Educational Aid (not need based)
$40,000; Rural Youth Grants(need based)
$35,000; Vocational Rehabilitation(non-
need based) $1,604,802 (77-78)

KENTUCKY

Rehabilitation Grants $222,000; Transpor-
tation Scholarships - $145,000; Rural Ky.
Dental Schol - $90,000 (all need based)

LOUISIANA

$447,500 T. H. Harris Scholarship, 3.0
academic high school average required,
and student must maintain 3.0 in college;
(not need based)

MAINE
War Orphans (amt.
$50,000

unknown) Indians

MASSACHUSETTS ]

Minimum of 50% of $3.5 million for Mass-
achusetts private sector. Funds al- '
Tocated to colleges which in turn

expend at least 50% on Need-based awards
to Mass. residents.

MICHIGAN
Veteran's Trust Fund: $765,000-not need
based -

STATE FUNDED GRANT PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED
THROUGH OTHER AGENCIES (continued)

MINNESOTA
State Indian Schol. Prog $750,000
(biennial) is need based

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Appropriation level not known, but
they are programs for orphans of
veterans and MIA's-not based on need

NEW JERSEY
War Orphans Scholarships(no need)
$150,000; Work Stude (no need)

NORTH CAROLINA

" N. Carolina Legislative Tuition Grants

N. Carolina Student Incentive Grants
Board of Governors Med. Schol. Program
Turrentine Foundation Scholarship
Brooks Foundation Scholarships

State Contractual Schol. Fund for Needy
North Carolinians

Vocational Rehab. Training Programs

NORTH DAKOTA
N. Dakota Indian Scholarship-$85,000/
biennium-need based

PENNSYLVANIA

Direct appropriations to seven state-
supported institutions. Administration
of the funds is at the discretion of the
institutions. Participating institutions
use funds for need-based scholarships and
grants. Total appropriation for 1978-79: .
$13.6 million.

SOUTH CAROLINA

$81,000 not need based, this is a

State Grant for South Carolina residents
attending out of state institutions and
persuing a course of study not offered
in this state.

TEXAS
State Rural Medical E. Board - Approx.
$50,000 - need based but no formal analysis
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STATE FUNDED GRANT PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED OTHER : PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS:
THROUGH OTHER AGENCIES (continued) - ' ? .
(continued)

VERMONT DELAWARE
Vermont enlisted men's scholarships Tallman Scholarship Prog (administered by
administered by the Vermont Nat'l Guard. the Delaware State. Board of Education)
Program is need based with $10,000 funding
level. Vermont senatorial scholarship- FLORIDA
need based, funded at $60,000. Guaranteed Student- Loan Prog.

Southeast Bank FISL Renewal Loan Prog.
VIRGINIA Scholarship for children of
Nurse, Nurse teacher, and Dental Hyg.Schol. Deceased & Disabled veterans
($113,000) - partially need-based, medical Confederate Memorial Scholarship

and dental scholarships ($175,000) partially Exceptional Child Teaching Scholarship
need-based.

GEORGIA
WISCONSIN Private College Tuition Equalization
Veterans, no-need based. , Grant Prog.

Law Enforcement Personnel Dependents
VIRGIN ISLANDS Schol. Prog.
Health SchoTarships & V.I. Council on the North Georgia ROTC Grant Prog.

Arts. Most are need-based. However, there are State Direct Student Loan Prog.
some awards that are based solely on
potential for advanced work and scholarship. IDAHO

State of Idaho Scholarship Prog.
OTHER PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS:

ILLINOIS
ALABAMA Guaranteed Loan Prog; Student to
Alabama Student Grant Program : _ Student Grnat Prog; Police/Fire
: , Correctional Officers Survivor Awards;
ALASKA National Guard Scholarship Program;
Alaska Scholarship Loan Program(Alaska Bilingual Scholarship/Grant Program;
State Student Loan Program) I17. Designated Account Purchase Prog.;
Memorial Scholarship Loan Program Education Information Centers; Student

: Financial Aid Training Program

CALIFORNIA
Bilingual Teacher Dev. Grant Program I0WA
Graduate Fellowship Program Towa National Guard Enlistment Grant
Special Clinical Internship Program Program
Law Enforcement Personnel Dependents
Scholarship Program KANSAS
Statewide Student Financial Aid Info. Prog. Osteopathy Education Program
Student Fin. Aid Research & Eval. Prog. Dental Education Program; Optometry
Statewide App. Forms Approval Prog. Education Program
COLORADO . ' ' KENTUCKY
Colorado Scholarships; Colo. Graduate KHEAA-Guaranteed Student Loan Prog.
Grants; Colo. Work-Study Prog.; Athletic Commonwealth Work-Study Prog.
Grants; Matching Funds for NDSL, HPL, FNL;
Colo. Veterans Tuition Assistance Prog. LOUISIANA

La. State Guaranteed Student Loan Program
CONNECTICUT La. State High School Rally Scholarship

Conn. State Work-Study Prog, Awards to
children of Deceased/Disabled/MIA
veterans; State Scholarship Prog. for
Graduate Students; Aid for veterans in
Independent Colleges



OTHER PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS:

(continued)

MARYLAND

Delegate Scholarships; War Orphan Grants;
Veterans Grants; Reinbursement of Firemen;
Professional-Law; Prof.-Medicine;
Prof.-Dentistry; Family Practice-Med;
Family Practice-Residency; Physicians
assistants & Nurse Practitioners;
Distinguished Scholar

MASSACHUSETTS

Honor Scholarship Prog.; Med1ca1
Scholarship Prog.; Dental Scholarship
Prog.; Fire/Police/Corrections Schol.

Prog.

MICHIGAN _
Legislative Merit Award Program; Tuition
Differential Grant Program; State Direct
Student Loan Prog.; Private Colleges
Degree Reimbursement Prog.; Roy Johnston
Trust Fund; Lising of Schools for NDSL
Loan Cance]]at1ons

MINNESOTA

State Student Loan Prog.(GSLP); Medical and
Osteopathy Loan Prog.; Minn.-Wis. Tuition
Reciprocity Prog.; Minn.-N. Dakota Tuition
Reciprocity Prog.; Minn-S. Dakota Tuition
Reciprocity Prog.; Minn-Iowa Tuition
Rec1proc1ty Prog.; State Work-Study Prog.;
Veterans' Dependents Student Assistance
Program

MISSQURI
State Guananty Stud. Loan Fund

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Part of the incentive program provides

for incentive payments to banks now
part1c1pat1ng in the GSL Program, to
increase their level of lending. We pay
depending on the availability of funds, up
to 5% of their demonstrated increase

based upon their aver.
over the three prior years.

NEW JERSEY
Guaranteed Student Loan; Public Loan;
Garden State Graduate Fellowship Prog.

NEW MEXICO

N. Mexico Guarantee Student Loan Prog.; N.
Mexico Medical Student Loan Prog.; N. Mexico
Osteopathic Med. Student Loan Program.

level of participation

OTHER PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS:
(continued)

NEW YORK

Guaranteed Student Loan Prog, Medical/
Dental Loan Prog.; Regents Nursing
Scholarship; Regents Child of Veteran
Grants; Regents Scholarships for
Medicine, Dentistry & Osteopathy;
Regents Physician Shortage; Herbert
Lehman Graduate Fellowships

NORTH CAROLINA o
N.C. Insured Student Loan Prog.(NCISLP)
N.C. Legislative Tuition Grants(NCLTG)
for residents enrolled in N.C. private
colleges; Board of Governors Med.
Scholarships Program(BGMS)

Turrentine Foundation Scholarships

Brooks Foundation Scholarships;

State FAOQ Training Program

CHIO

Ohio Academic Scholarship Program; Ohio
Nat'l Guard Scholarship Prog.; Ohio

War Orphans Scholarship Program

OKLAHOMA
Guaranteed Student Loan Program

QREGON

Guaranteed Student Loan Program;
Medical/Dental Grant Program;
Medical/Dental Loan Program; Eastern
Oregon State College Tuition Remission
Scholarships; Foreign Student Tuition
Remission Scholarships; Privately
endowed Scholarship Program; Purchase
of Educational Services from Independent
Colleges; State Student Financial
Assistance Training Program.

PENNSYLVANIA

Student Loan Guaranty Program; (Sallie
Mae) Student Loan Servicing Center;
Institutional Assistance Grants Prog.
Institutional Assistance Matching Funds
Prog; Statewide Summer College Work-
Study Program; State Student Financial
Assistance Training Prog.

RHODE ISLAND
Guaranteed Insured Loan Program



OTHER PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY RESPONDENTS:

(continued)

TENNESSEE

Medical Loan Scholarship; Graduate

Nursing Loan Scholarship; Guaranteed
Student Loan Prog; Tenn. Student Loan

Prog. (State funds placed with educ. inst.
lenders under GSL to assist Tenn. residents
who cannot locate commercial lenders)

TEXAS

Hinson-Hazlewood College Student Loan
Program; Texas Assistance Grants Prog.;
State Tuition and Fees Waiver Programs

YERMONT

wonor Scholarships; Nursing Scholarships;
jermont Guaranteed Student Loan Prog.;
r1lent Search Prog; Nat'l Guard Scholarships;
‘eterinary Medicien Contract; Educational
[nfo. Centers; SSFATP

/IRGINIA
Tuition Assistance Grant & Loan Prog.

HASHINGTON

State Work/Study Program; Aid to

Blind Students Prog; Post-secondary Ed.
Benefits to children of Deceased or
Totally Incapacitated Veterans Prog.;
3% Tuition and Fee Waiver Prog.;
Western Interstate Comm. on Higher
Education Student Exchange Prog. in
Optometry.

WEST VIRGINIA
Undergraduate Scholarship Prog.

WISCONSIN

Minnesota - Wisconsin Reciprocity
Agreement - Wisconsin Guaranteed Student
Loan Program

GUAM

Merit Awards to the University of
Guam, Prof/Tech Awards, and Student
Loan Program

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Basic Education Opportunity Grant
Program (operatad by the College of
the Virgin Islands)

21.

- NON-FUNDED PROGRAMS

CALIFORNIA
Tuition Grant Program

KENTUCKY
State Scholarships

LOUISIANA

1974 Legislature approved Tuition

Grant Scholarship Program for needy,
undergraduate college students, but

has never appropriated funds, estimated
at $4,000,000 for first year.

MISSOURT
Mo. Guaranteed Student Loan Program

NEBRASKA

The Neb. State Scholarship Prog. LB743
passed by the Legislature and signed
by the Governor has been declared un-
constitutional by the State Attorney
General. An appropriation has been
made, but until the constitutional
issue has been decided, expenditure of
the appropriation is questionable

RHODE ISLAND
Awards to institutions for assistance
in supporting College Work Study Prog.

TEXAS
Texas Assistance Grants Program
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1978-79 ADVISORY COMMITTEES ASSISTING IN PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS

ALABAMA: Alabama Student Assistance Program
Advisory Council.
ALASKA:

Committee.

ARIZONA: Arizona Commission for Postsecondary
Education.

ARKANSAS: State Scholarship Program Advisory
Committee. ~

CALIFORNIA: Advisory Group for Financial Aid
Problems, state Scholarship Advisory Committee,
College Opportunity Grant Advisory Committee,
Graduate Fellowship Advisory Committee, Occupa-
tional, Educational and Training Grant Advisory
Commi ttea.

COLORADO: Colorado Association of Financial Aid

Administrators - Executive Committes, Student
Budget Committee of CAFAA. :

CONNECTICUT: State Student Financial Assistance

Commission, Connecticut Association of Profes-
sional Financial Aid Administrators.

DELAWARE: Higher Education Scholarship Advisory

Council, Optometric Institutional Aid Advisory
Committee, Tallman Scholarship Committee.
DISTRICT QOF COLUMBIA: Department of Human
Resources, ctducational Assistance Panel.
FLORIDA: Fiorida Student Financial Assistance

Comnission, Florida Student Financial Aid Advis-

ory Council.
GEORGIA: GASFAA Executive Committee and ad hoc
committess., .
HAWAIT: Association of Financial Aid Officers
TDAHO: State Scholarship Committee, Idahe
State Postsecondary Education Commission.
ILLINOIS: Student to Student Grant Advisory
Committee, Loan Advisory Committee, General
Advisory Committee (8 other advisory
committees).
IOWA: Advisory Council on State Student Aid’
Programs Review 8oard for Student Aid Appli-
cations.
LOUISIANA: Governor's Special Commission on
€ducation services, Louisiana Association of
Student Financial Aid Administrators, National
Council of Higher Education Loan Programs,
National Association of State Scholar and
Grant Programs, Louisiana High School Rally
Association.
MAINE: Maine Financial Aid Administrators,
Postsecondary Education Commission of Maine,
Higher Education Council, Vocational Zducation,
Nursing Board of Regqistration.
MARYLAND: State Scholarship Board, Financial
Aid Officer Advisory Committee, High School
Counselor Advisory Committae.
MASSACHUSETTS: Scholarship Advisory Committee

: Michigan Higher Education Assistance
Authority, Michigan Higher Sducation Student
Loan Authority, Executive Committee of Michigan
Student Financial Aid Association, Student
Advisory Committee.
MINNESOTA: Financial Aid Advisory Committee.

1: Mississippi State Student Incen-

tive Grant Advisory Committee
MISSOURI: Missouri Student Grant Program
Advisory Committee, Missouri Guaranteed Student
Loan Program Advisory Committee, Data Needs
Study Committee.
MONTANA: Montana Association of Financial Aid
Administrators,
NEBRASKA: SSIG Advisory Committee

Student Financial Aid Advisory Committee,
Michael Murphy Memorial Scholarship Loan Advisory

NEVADA: NSIG Advisory Board, Nevada Assn. of
Financial Aid Administrators, Nevada Assn. of
Proprietary Schools. .
NEW HAMPSHIRE: A subcormittee of the Commis-
sion.
NEW JERSEY: Tuition Aid Grant Technical
Review Group, Student Advisory Committee,
Garden State Scholarship Advisory Committee,
Garden State Graduate Fellowship Advisory
Committee.
NEW MEXICO: New Mexico Student Incentive
Grant (Advisory Conmittee appointed by the
New Mexico Association of Student Financial
Aid Administrators), MNew Mexico Medical Stu-
dent Loan Advisory Committee and Medical
Shortage Advisory Committee, New Mexico Osteo-
pathic Medical Student Loan Advisory Committee,
Consideration is being given for establishing
an advisory committee for the New Mexico Guar-
antee Student Loan Program.
NEW YORK: New York Higher Education Services
Corp. Advisory Council.
NORTH CAROLINA: Advisory Steering Committee
for State Training Program.
NORTH DAKOTA: Student Financial Assistance
Program Advisory Beard.
QHIQ: Ohio Instructional Grant Advisory
Committae, Ohio Academic Scholarship Advisory
Committee.
OREGON: Oregon State Scholarship Commission
Advisory Council
PENNSYLVANIA: State Higher Education Grant
Program Advisory Committee, Student Loan
Guaranty Program Advisary Committee, Pennsyl-
vania Association of Student financial Aid
Administrators Liaison Committee (all programs,
RHODE ISLAND: Authority operates under direc-
tion of 9 member board appointed to staggered
terms by gavernor. The board has an invest-
ment committes, a budget committee, plus legal
and accounting advisors.
SOUTH CARQLINA: Tuition Grants Advisory Panel.
KOTA: Applications are reviewed and
the grants are awarded by the SSIG Sub-com-
mittee after the financial aids officers have
procassed the applications.
TENNESSEE: Financial Aid Administrators
Advisory Committee, Medical Loan Advisory
Committee. ’
TEXAS: Ad hoc committess as needed.
VERMONT: SSFATP Advisory Committee, E.I.C.
Advisory Committee, General Adviscry Comm.
VIRGINIA: financial Aid Advisory Committee,
Private College Advisory Committee, General
Professional Advisory Committee (public
college presidents).
WASHINGTON: 'Washington State Need Grant
Program, Washington State Work/Study Program.
WEST VIRGINIA: Advisory Council on West
Virginia Grants, Student Affairs Advisory
Committee. ,
WISCONSIN: Council on Financial Aid,
Tuition Grant ad hoc committee, WHEG ad hoc
Committee, Lender Advisory Committae.
VIRGIN ISLANDS: Faculty Guidance Committees
Tn Secondary schools, District Advisory Schol-
arship Committees (Guidance Coordinator,
Director, Parents, students, Scholarship
Committee of the Board of Education.)
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STATES ASSISTING STUDENTS
ENROLLED IN SUMMER SESSIONS:

Alabama
Arizona
Colorado
Connecticut
State Scholarship Program
Contracted Students/Independent Colleges
California ‘
Florida
Idaho
IT1inois
Towa
Vocational/Technical Tuition Grant Program
Maryland
Senatorial Scholarships
Massachusetts
Michigan
Mississippi
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersay
Educational Opportunity Fund Grants
New ‘Mexico
New York
North Dakota
Ohio
Oregon
Need Grant
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
Texas
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Iirgin Islands

STATES ASSISTING STUDENTS
ENROLLED IN HOSPITAL SCHOOLS OF NURSING:

Alabama
Connecticut _
State Scholarship Program
Catifornia
Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida
IN1inois
Towa
Scholarship Program
Tuition Grant Program
Kansas
State Scholarship Program
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maryland
General State Scholarship
Massachusetts
Nursing Scholarship
Minnesota
Mississippi
New Hampshire -
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oregon
Rhode Island
Nursing Education Scholarship
State Scholarship and Grant Program
South Dakota
Vermont
Wisconsin

STATES ASSISTING STUDENTS
NROLLED TN ALLIcD EEALTH PROGRAMS:

Alabama
California
College Opportunity Grants
QOccupational Educ. & Training Grants
Connecticut
State Scholarship Program
Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida
I11inois
Kansas
State Scholarship Program
Louisiana
Maryland
Massachusetts
General Scholarship Procram
Minnesota
Mississippi
Nevada
New: Hampshire
New York
Yorth Dakota
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
State Scholarship 4 Grant Program
South Dakota
Vermont
Wisconsin

STATES ASSISTING STUDENTS
WHQ ATTEND PROPRIETARY FOR-PROFIT
INSTTTUTIONS:

—

Alabama
Arizona
Arkansas
Colorado
Student Incentive Grants
Connecticut
Higher Education Grant Program
State Scholarship Program
California :
State Scholarship Program
Occupational £duc. & Training Grants
Delaware
District of Columbia
Idaho
Towa
Tuition Grant Program
Scholarship Program
Kansas
©  State Scholarship Program
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine _
Massachusetts
General Scholarship Program
Private Non-Oegree Tuition Program
Minnesota
Mebraska
New Hampshire
New York
North Carolina
Pennsyivania
Rhode Island
State Scholarship Program & Grant Program
War Orphans Scholarship
South Dakota
Tennessee
Yermont
Wisconsin
Indian Student Grants
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PROGRAM CHARACTERISTICS - 1978-78

STATES ASSISTING STUDENTS NHO'
ATTEND OUT-OF-STATE INSTITUTIONS:

Connecticut
Higher Education Grant Program
State Scholarship Program
(Any degree granting institution in the
U.S. approved by the Connecticut

Board of Higher Education)

Delawara
Higher Education Scholarship
1.) Accredited by regional accreditation

association. :

2.) Secular
3.) Degree Program

District of Columbia
A1l schools on HEW/OE list of eligible
institutions

Maryland ,
Any school granting a degree in a field
of study not available in the state
js aligible for a Senatorial award.

Massachusetts
General Scholarship Program: only for
regionally accredited degree granting
institutions.
Nursing Scholarship: programs in state
Ticensed nospital schogls of nursing
leading to RN.
Special Education Scholarship: region-
ally acecredited degree granting insti-
tutions offering programs in Special
Educatian. T
Private Non=Degree Training Program:
Correspondence schoois oniy. Must be
licensed by the Massachusetts Commis-
sioner of Education. OQther criteria
are same as in-stata schools.

New Jersey
Accredited schools in states signing
reciprocity agreements with New Jersey.
The statas which have signed agreements
are: Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware,
Vermont, District of Colubmia, Conn.
and Rhode Island.

North Dakota
Available only to handicapped students
who are unable to obtain educaticnal
services in North Dakota due to their
disability.

Ohio
Institutions of higher education in the
State of Pennsylivania comparabie
to those eligible in Ohio.

Pennsylvania
Accredited Collegiate Institutions
except Two-Year Public Colleges;
National Leagie for Nursing accredited
Hospital Schools of Nursing; Engineering
Council for Professional Development
accredited Non-Profit Techpicai Post-
secondary Schools.

Rhode Island
State Scholarship Program
State Scholarship & Grant Program

Vermont .
A1l institutions approved by U.S.0.E.
for GSL Program are eligible with the
exception of correspondence schools.

Wisconsin
Higher Education Grants (students with
hearing and visual disabilities)

Virgin Islands (public and private)

STATES ASSISTING STUDENTS ENROLLED
IN HALF-TIME:

California
Colorado
Connecticut
District of Columbia
Idaho
I11inois
Iowa
Tuition Grant Program
Maryland
Senatorial Scholarship
Michigan
Tuition Grants
Mississippi
Nebraska
Nevada
Oregon
Need Grants
Rhode Island
State Scholarship Program
State Scholarship & Grant Program
South Dakota
Tennessee
Wisconsin
Higher £ducation Grant
Indian Student Grants

STATES ASSISTING STUDENTS. ENROLLED
IN LESS THAN HALF-TIME:

Colorado

Student Grants
Connecticut

Contracted Student/Independent Colileges
Wisconsin

Indian Student Grant

STATES ASSISTIMG STUDENTS
ENROLLED IN GRADUATE SCHOOL:

Connecticut
State Scholarship Program
Michigan
Tuition Grants
New Jersay
Garden State Scholarship Program
Educational Opportunity Fund Grants
New York
Tuition Assistance Program
Texas =~ Tuition Equalization Grants
Vermont
Only for University of Yermont
College of Medicine and approved
Veterinary Schools
Wisconsin
Indian Student Grants
Virgin Islands :



DOES YOUR AGENCY REQUIRE BEOG APPLICATION
NDITION FOR STATE AWARDS?

Alabama
Arkansas
California
Delaware
(ss1B)
District of Columbia
Florida
Kentucky
(For 2nd semester disbursement)
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Missouri
In 1979-80
Montana
New Hampshire
New Jersey
North Carolina
Jregon
Pennsylvania
Yes, except for applicants to colleges
with tuition and fees more than $2,800.
Rhode Island
Tennessee
Texas
Vermont
(if student is eligible for BEDG.)
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin

Qe 1 p n

AND. ADD TO .RESOURCES OF AID APPLICANTS?

Alabama
Colorado
California
If student does not apply and is eligi-
ble a BEOG is calculated and imputed.
Delaware
District of Columbia
Georgia
If a BEOG index amount has not been re-
ceived. -
I11inois
Kentucky
For K7G Program
Maine
Maryland
Minnesota
Mississippi
Montana
New Jersay
New Mexico
(In most cases)
North Carolina
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Tennessee
Yermont
Virginia
As an offset to need
{ Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Virgin Islands
(If information is available at time of
calculation.)

25,

CHANGES IN DEFINITION OF SELF-SUPPORTING
STUDRENT:
Georgia

Yes, "Did (or will) student live with parents
for more than six weeks, or receive assist-
ance worth more than $750 in support?"
ITlinois
Same as federal.
Towa
Administrative procedures call for adherence
to federal definition.
Maryland
Depends on what financial aid officers.
Nevada ‘
Yes, to comply with CWS definition as publish-
ed in Federal Register 8/24/78.
New Jersey
State definition will be changed as necessary
to conform to Federal BEOG definition.
New York
Undetermined at this time.
North Carolina
No, pending any change in the Federal defini-
tion.
Texas
Only if change is made in QE definition
Virginia
Changes made will reflect those made in the
federal definition.
Washington
None planned.

STATES, v ZRVE
COMMITTEE MEMBERS

California
Idaho
(On 1202 Commission.)
ITtinois
Minnesota
Missouri
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
North Dakota
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Texas
Yermont
Washington
HWest Virginia
Wisconsin
Virgin Islands
District Commission Only.)
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STATES WHERE HONGRARY AWARDS (CERTIFICATES
p COGN N) ARE GIVEN:

ILLINOIS
IOWA
Scholarship
KANSAS
State Scholarship
LOUISIANA
Students must have a 2.0 cumulative
average or a GED test score average
of 45.
MICHIGAN
Competitive Scholarship
NE!! HAMPSEIRE
NEW JERSEY
Garden State Scholarship Program
OKLAHOMA
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
State Scholarships
State Scholarship and Grant Program

STATES WHERE RESIDENTS WITH ALIEN REGISTRA-
T10N NUMBERSARE ELIGIBLE TURTARARUST

ALABAMA

ARIZONA
(Evaluated on an individual basis)

ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

HAWAII

IDAHO
If they graduated from an Idaho high
school to enroll in college the fall
semester, they are an Idaho resident.

ILLINOIS

IOWA

KANSAS

KENTUCKY

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MONTANA

NEBRASKA

NEVADA

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CARQLINA

NORTH DAKOTA
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
State Scholarships
State Scholarship and Grant Programs
SOUTH CAROLINA
TEXAS
VERMONT
VIRGINIA

+ WASHINGTON

WISCONSIN
VIRGIN ISLANDS

STATES WHERE AWARDS CAN BE USED FOR INSTI-
TUTIONAL APPROV ub
OR™IN ANOTHER CONTINENTAL U.S. COCLEGE:

CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
Higher Education Scholarships
ILLINOIS
IOWA
Tuition Grant Scholarship
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN

If eredit is awarded by Michican insti-

mnRESORR-

MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

NEW YORK

OHIO

OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND
State Scholarships
State Scholarship & Grant Program

SOUTH CAROLINA

TENNESSE

TEXAS

VERMONT

VIRGINIA
If tuition is paid to Virginia institu-
tion

WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONSIN
Higher Education Grants



T LK 0T BE
STITUTIONS:

Delaware

Higher Education-Scholarships
Iowa

Voc/Tech. Tuition Grant Program
Michigan

Tuition Grants
Rhode Island

Business Education Teachers Schol.
Wisconsin

Tuition Grants

g Mg 1 £ AL
USE END PRIVATE IHSTITUTIONS:

Iowa -

Voc/Tech Tuition Grant Program
Kansas

State Scholar Program
Texas

Texas Public Education

State Student Incentive Grant

i

NSTITUTIONS:

Connecticut

Contracted Student/Independent Colleges
Georgia
Iowa

Tuition Grant Program
Kansas .

Tuition Grant Program
Massachusetts

Consortium Scholarships
Private Non-Degree Tuition Program
Michigan
Tuition Grants
South Carolina
Rhode Island
Business Education Teachers Schol-
arships
Texas
Tuition Equalization Grants
Student Incentive Grants
Wisconsin ,
Tuition Grants

27.

FREQUENCY OF APPROPRIATION DECISIONS:

Annual

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida
(Biennial beginning 1979-81)
Georgia
Idaho

- ITlinois

Iowa

Kansas
Louisiana
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Mississippi
Missouri
Nebraska

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York
Oklahoma
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
Tennessee

West Virginia
Guam

Virgin Islands

Biennial

Arkansas
Hawaii
Kentucky
Maine
Minnesota
Montana
Nevada

New Hampshire
North Carolina
North Dakota
Chio

Oregon

Texas

Yermont
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
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STATES ASSISTING STUDENTS ENROLLED IN

STATES WHOSE. AGENCIES HAVE HAD COURT
ECTIONS BROUUGH! AGAINST THCM 1N TAC

SUMMER SESIIUNS!

ALABAMA
ARIZONA
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
FLORIDA
IDAHO
ILLINCIS
I0WA : _
Voc/Tech tuition Grant Program
MARYLAND '

Senatorial Scholarships
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN

If funds available
MISSISSIPPI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA
NEW JERSEY

Educational Opportunity Fund Grants

NEW MEXICC
NEW YORK
NORTH DAKOTA
QHIO
OREGON

Need Grant
PENNSYLVANIA
SOUTH CAROLINA
TEXAS
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
VIRGIN ISLANDS

PAST IWO YEARS

ALABAMA: One upcoming on new grant
program to students in private institu-
tions.

CALIFORNIA: In small claims court for
awards not grantad or subsequently with-

. drawn - Commission has won each case.

Medical students contract program ruled
unconstitutional.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: District of Col-
umbia Bankers Association filed against
the city regarding the District of Col-
umbia Guaranteed Student Loan Program
for non-payment on defaulted student
loans. The District countared against
‘the Federal government. An agresment
between the thres parties was negoti-
ated, collections and repayment plan
initiated and functioning well.
ILLINOIS: Pending: What refugess are
to pe considered permanent residents
according to our state law defining

U. S. citizenship.

I0WA: ~ Americans United v. Rogers. 338
S.U. 2d 711 = Program constitutional;
participation of certain schools subject
to further gquestion.

NORTH CAROLINA: May of 1976 case, Smith
vs. Board of Governors and Stzte Educa-
tion Assistance Authority, et al which
challenged the constitutionality of pro-
grams of aid to students whe enroil in
private colleges was decided in favor of

. defendants by Federal District Court.

Plaintiff's appeal to U.S. Supreme Court
was rejected when Court declined to hear
the case on appeal.

.TENNESSEE: October 3, 1877 - Supreme

Court ot the United States affirmed the
judgement of the Federal District Court
which declared the Assistance Award
Program constitutional.



STATES WHERE UPPERCLASS STUDENTS ARE ELIGIBLE TO APPLY FOR A FIRST TIME AWARD:

ALABAMA_

ARIZONA

ARKANSA

COLORARO

1. Student Incentive Grant

2. Student Grants

CONNECTICUT

1. State Supp. Grant Program

2. Contracted Student/Ind Colleges

CALIFORNIA
1. Cal A

DELAWARE
WASHINGTON D.C.

FLORIDA
GEORGIA

ILLINOIS

I0WA

Tuition Grant Program
Voc/Tech Tuition Grant Prog

KANSAS
Tuition Grant Program

KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE

MARYL AND
MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA
Only those students who will be in
their second year

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI
MONTANA

NEBRASKA
NEVADA.

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW YORK
NORTH'CAROLINA

OHIQ
OKLAHOMA

QREGON
Need Grant

PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA

DOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN

- VIRGIN_ISLANDS

29.



STATES WHERE THE SAME STUDENTS ARE, ONCE REJECTED, ELIGIBLE TO REAPPLY-IN LATER

YEARS.
ALABAMA MISSOURL
ARIZONA . TANA
(if eligibility established at institution) HONTANA
ARKANSAS | NEBRASKA
1. Student.Incentive Grant NEVADA

-2. Student Grants
NEW HAMPSHIRE

COLORADO

SEY
- CONNECTICUT NEW JERSE
1. Contracted student/ind. Colleges NEW YORK

2. State Supp Grant Program

R Tuition Assistance Program
3. State school Program (if student initially 4 9

Lo anty for. conetiration for 4 stipend for.  MORTH CAROLINA

4 successive years immediately following OHIO

qualification as a semi-finalist. E—
CALIFORNIA QRLAKCHA
DELAWARE %E%%g%kant
WASHINGTON D.C. PENNSYLVANIA
FLORIDA RHODE ISLAND
GEOR?IA SQUTH CAROLINA
1DAHO SOUTH_DAKOTA
ILLINOIS TENNESSEE
10WA TEXAS
KANSAS VERMONT
KENTUCKY YIRGINIA
LOUISIANA WASHINGTON
MAINE WEST VIRGINIA
MARYLAND WISCONSIN
MASSACHUSETTS VIRGIN ISLANDS:
MICHIGAN

MISSISSIPPI
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STATES REQUIRING WINNERS, AFTER AWARD ANNOUNCEMENTS, TO REPORT OTHER AID RECEIVED:

CALIFORNIA
Qutside awards, institutionally administered
awards, BEOG, VA, Social Security

COLORADO

T.Student Incentive Grants; any change

in resources

2. Student Grants; all change in resources

CONNECTICUT
1. Aigher Ed. Grant Program(other grant aid)
2. State Scholarship {all grant aid)

DELAWARE
T. Higher Ed Scholarships-previously
unreported on award application

GEORGIA
Onily repayable, non-campus based aid

HAWALI
All institution administered aid

ILLINOIS
ATT gitt aid only

10WA
A1l non-repayable gift aid

KANSAS

70 tinancial aid office for adjustment
in package which could include reduction
or cancellation of state award

MASSACHUSETTS T
{Consortium Scholarships) to colleges

MINNESOTA
VA and S5 benefits not previously reported

MISSISSIPPI
NDSL, CSLP, CWSP, SEOG, BEOG

MISSOURL
AT1 aid from all sources. Reportad for
student by scnool at end of academic year

MONTANTA
ETT other income and all assistance

NEBRASKA
Any additional federal, state, or
institutional aid is to be reported

NEVADA )
ATV federal programs, cutside earnings
and scholarships

NEW JERSEY

£d Oppr Fund Grants-all types tuition

Aid @Grants-state and federal
Garden State Schol. Program-gift aid

NEW MEXICO

Since each institution is responsible for
constructing the total aid package for
each student, the institution is aware of
all financial aid received and responsible
for seeing that no over award is made.

NORTH CAROLINA
Everything

NORTH : DAKOTA
GITT aid 1n excess of $100, excluding
BEOG, campus based, and BIA

OREGON

Scholarships received from organizations
or agencies other than the educational
institution.

PENNSYLVANIA
Non-institutional administered gift aid must
ba reported to institution financial aid
officer for possible adjustment of State
Grant.

SOUTH CAROLINA

ATT gift aid is to be reported to college
Financial Aid Directors and they report
adjustments to agency if necessary.

TENNESSEE

Institutions must report if over award
occurs so that we may adjust or cancel the
TSAA.

TEXAS . '
ATT gift aid to be reported to institu-
tion with adjustment if necessary.

VERMONT :
Local & Private scholarships, tuition
remissions, etc.

VIRGINIA
This 15 reported to us by the
institutions

WASHINGTON

Grants, scholarships, loans, and work.
They must inform the Financial Aid
Officers of all aid resources.

WEST VIRGINIA

Reported by Tnstitutions
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STATES WHERE PARTIAL AWARDS ARE GIVEN

CALIFORNIA: CAL A awards range from $600 to
§2700 in S100 increments at independent

schools; $300-%700 at U of C; approximately
$200 at the State universities and colleges.

CAL B $300 - 1,100 in first year; $300-$3,600
subsequently. CAL C $200-%2,500.

COLORADO: Student Incentive Grants $200-
§1,500, Student Grants $100-$1,000.
CONNECTICUT: Higher Education Grant Prog.
$100-5300; state Scholar Program $100-$1000:
State Supp. Grant Program $100-$1,000.
DELAWARE: Higher Education Scholarships -
S200-5800; Student Incentive Grants - can-
not exceed $1500 ($750 Federal, $750 State).
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: S$1500 maximum is
reduced according to reduction in case load.
Range from part-time (50%) to full-time,
(100%) enrollment.

GEQRGIA
RAWAII
1DAHO
ILLINOIS:
$1620.
I0HA: Scholarship $100-$600 ($10 increments);
Tuition Grant $100-51500 ($1C increments);
Voc. Tech. Tuition Grant - minimum annual -
award is $100 allocated by term.

KANSAS: State Scnolarship - $50 minimum in
S10 increments; $200 minimum in $10 incre-
ments.

KENTUCKY

LOUISIANA: Minimum award 3209 per yezr -
maximum of $500 based on recommendation of
student financial aid official.

MARYLAND: One year awards.

MASSACHUSETTS: General Schol. Program - half
year awards are made; Private Non-Degree
Tuition Program - prorated based on length of
program; Nursing Scholarship - any education-
al costs; Consortium Schol. - $500-31000 in
$100 increments; Special Ed. Scholarships -
half-year awards.

$120 up (in 360 intervals) to

MICHIGAN: (Both) $100 minimum (+$10 incre-
ments).
MINNESOTA: (Both) An applicant who will

attend school for just one semester, one-
quarter or two quarters or who is eligible
for just one semester, one quarter or two
quarters, will receive one-half, one-third,
or two-thirds of the full-year award.

MISSOURI: Where actual need is less than
the usual award 1imit.

MONTANA: Depends on student needs.
NEBRASKA: Partial awards are prorated and

vary between institutions.
NEVADA

NEW MEXICO:

NEW HAMPSHIRE:

NEW JERSEY: Tuition Aid Grants. Awards
range from $100 to $1,000 not to exceed
tuition. Garden State Scholarship Program.
N.J. institution decides amount of award
which ranges. from $200 minimum to $500 max.

Total amount of any award is
dependent upon the need of the student Tess
other financial aid received up to a maximum
of $500 for students attending public institu-
tions and $1,500 for students attending
private institutions. ' .
NEW YORK: Only for summer terms for student
taking at least 6 but less than 12 credits.
QOHIO: Any student who does not apply by the
full year deadline may apply for awards -
covering the second and third terms or second
semester. Application deadline December 1.
OREGON: Need Grant. Awards are reduced when
the combination of BEOG and Need Grant exceed
one-half need. Cash Grant. Awards may be

from $100-5500 depending on need and may be

for one, two, or three quarters.

SOUTH CAROLINA: Maximum award is $1,800, but
1T student™s need is less award is reduced.
Minimum award is $100.

TENNESSEE: Awards are adjusted for less th
full-time or overmet need.

TEXAS: Tuition Ecualization Grants - full range
depending upon need. Student Incentive Grant
any amount to need but not to exceed 50% of
Tuition Equalization Grant.

VERMONT: One semester.

WASHINGTON: Awards are disbursed each quarter/
semester to eligible students enrolled in

each quarter/semester. Students will receive
€170 per quarter and $255 per semester.

WEST VIRGINIA: Yes. Minimum of $200 need
necessary. Award may be between $200 and

§1500 depending on tuition and fee charges.
VIRGIN ISLANDS: One-half the maximum allowed
is given 1T student is in attendance for one
semester. $500 for summer study.




LEGAL MAXIMUM AWARDS FOR 1978-79:

ALABAMA: $300.

ARIZONA: $1,500 ($750 state - $750 fed-
eral.)
ARKANSAS: $300.

CALTFORNIA: California A - $2,700 at inde-
pendent colleges; $700 at Univ. of California
and approximately $200 at the California State
Univ. and Colleges: California B - $3,600:
California C - $2,500.

COLORADD: Student Incentive Grant $1500;
Student Grant $1000.

CONNECTICUT: (1) Higher Educ. Grant Program

- $1,000, (2) Contractual Stud/Independent
Colleges - varies, (3) State Supplemental

Grant - $1,000, (4) State Scholarship - $1,000.

JELAWARE: (1) Higher Education Scholarships
$800, (2) Student Incentive Grants $1,500

($750 federal, $750 state).

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: $1,500.

FLORIDA: $1,200.

GEORGIA: $450.

HAWAIT: $750 ($375 federal, $375 non-federal)
IDAHD: $1,500.

ILLINOIS: $1,650 or tuition and mandatory
Tees 1T less than $1,650.

I0WA: $400 - Voc/Tech. Tuition Grant; $1,500 -
fuTtion Grant; $600 - Scholarship.

KANSAS: State Scholarship - $500; Tuition
Grant - $1,000 if accumulated more than 6 hrs.
prior to 8/15/78; $1,200 if accumulated 6 or
fewer nrs. prior to that date.

KENTUCKY: $850.

LOUISIANA: $500.

MAINE: $1,500

MARYLAND: $1,500 (both) |
MASSACHUSETTS: Special Education - $500; Con-
sortium - $1,000; Private Non-Degree Tuition -
$900; other two - none.

MICHIGAN: (both) $1,400 but appropriation bill
[imits awards to $1,200.

MINNESOTA: $1,100 (both)

MISSISSIPPI: $1,500.

MISSOURI:  $900.

MONTANA: $600. ‘

NEBRASKA: $1,500 ($750 Federal and $750 State)
NEVADA: $1.500 (4750 Federal and $750 State)
NEY HAMPSHIRE: $1,500.

33.

NEW JERSEY: Garden State Scholarship Program

- $500; Tuition Aid Grants - $1,000; Educ-
ational Opportunity Grants - $1,300

NEW MEXICO: $500 for students attending pub-
Tic institutions and $1,500 for students at-
tending private institutions.

NEW YORK: Tuition Assistance Program - $1,800;
Regents Scholarship - $1,000.

NORTH CAROLINA: $1,500.

NORTH DAKOTA: $500.

OHIO: $1,500 - private colleges; $660 - public
colleges.
OKLAHOMA: $500.

OREGON: Cash Award - $500; Need Grant - $1,500.
PENNSYLVANIA: $1,500.

RHODE ISLAND: Nursing Education Scholarship -
$900; Business Education Teachers Scholarship -
$375; State Scholarship - $1,000; State Schol-
arship and Grant Program - $1,500; War Orphan
Scholarship - $250.

SOUTH CAROLINA: Up to average per student ap-
propriaticn by state to students attending pub-
lic institutions, which is ($2000+) however
Tuition Grant Governing Board has set $1,800 as
1978-79 ceiling.

TENNESSEE: $1,200. v
TEXAS: Tuition Equilization Grant - $600; Stu-.

~ dent Incentive Grant - $600; Texas Public Educ-

ation - State Student Incentive Grants $1,500.
VERMONT: $1,900; However, recipients attending
a2 private college in Vermont may receive up to
$1000 additional, depending upon cost.
VIRGINIA: $800.

WASHINGTON: No legal maximum except the award
cannot exceed the students computed need.
C.P.E. regulations have established the award
at $510.

WEST VIRGINIA: Restricted to tuition and fee
charges -- $459 maximum public, and $1500 pri-

vate.

WISCONSIN: (all) $1,500.

VIRGIN ISLANDS: $3000 for U.S. Grants; $1500
for V. I. & P. R. Grants; $1000 for U.S. Loans;

$800 for V.I. Loans; and $700 P.R. Loans.
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STATES WHERE AWARD AMOUNTS ARE CALCULATED

ON A RELATIVE NEED BASIS BY ESTABLISHING

A SEPARATE COLLEGE BUDGET FOR EACH COLLEGE

OR TYPE OF COLLEGE; HOW BUDGETS ARE DETERMINED:

ARIZONA

Calculated to cover the total cost of educ.

by the institution financial aid officer

ARKANSAS

tach institution completes & Cost of

tducation form. Items included are:
tuition and fees, room and board, books
transportation, and miscellaneous
expenses.

CALIFORNIA

1. Cal A - Specific budget data are re-
quested from each participating institution
each year plus use of standard allowances

2. Cal B - Specific budget data are re-
quested from each eligible institution each
year,

3. Cal C - By adding reported tuition, fees,
books, and supplies costs to $150 per mo.

room & board + $30 per mo- local transportation.

COLORADO
T.(Student Incentive Grants) by institutions
2. Student Grants-by institution aid office

CONNECTICUT

1. Higher Ed Grant Prog.- in-state and out

of state; public/private; resident/commuter
status; 2. Contractual Stud/Ind. Coll-deb.
ind. hr ajd officers who use various
institutional methods. 3. State Supp Grant-
institutional pref. 4. State Schol- awards
reflect in-state/out of state status; public/
private institution; resident/communter
status

-GEORGIA

Annual survey of costs are made each

spring. Actual tuition fees, room & board
charges are used for resident students; room

& baord & transportation allowance made for
commuting students; plus standard allowance

for books, supplies & personal expenses. For
independent students, a base maintenance
allowande for books, supplies, and personal
expenses. -For independent students, a base
maintenance allowance according to family size,

NUMBER/DESCRIPTION OF SEPARATE BUDGETS:

ARIZONA

From one to six-Some schools have only
one budget; others have a separate
budget for dependent and independent
students-living at home, off-campus,
and on-campus.

ARKANSAS _
Two-resident - $400 BEOG maximum allowable
for miscellaneous expenses; commnuter-
$1100 BEOG maximum allowable Tor misc.

CALIFORNIA

(all 3 Prog.) Dependent students living

on campus; Dependent students Tiving

away from home; Dependent students living

at home; married student; single independent
students. ’ :

COLORADO

1. Student Incentive Grants & 2. Student
Grants- varies, budgets for single, two
person, three person, etc. families
sometimes on and off campus

CONNECTICUT

1. Higher Ed. Grant Prog.

2. Contra. Stud/Indep Coll-generally
a-resident & commuter

3. State Supp Grant - institutional pref

4, State Scholar-usually resident & commuter
budgets.

GEORGIA

1. Dependent resident
2. Dependent commuter
3. Independent resident
4. Independent commuter



STATES WHERE AWARD AMOUNTS ARE CALCULATED
ON A RELATIVE NEED BASIS '

BY ESTABLISHING
A SEPARAIE COLLEGE BUDGET FOR EACH COLLEGE

A obFARALE LULLEME OULWb . o e
OR TYPE OF COLLEGE; HOW BUDGETS ARE DETERMINED:

GEORGIA (continued)
plus direct educational costs.

HAWALI
fuition + reasonable cost of attendance

I10WA

Tuition Grant Prog & Scholarship Prog.-
tuition & mandatory fees + standard on-
campus room & board charges + standard
allowance for books, transportation, &
misc. expenses ($700)

Voc/Tech Tuition Grant Prog - tuition &
mandatory fees + standard living allow-
ance ($1,650) for 12 mos)+ standard
allowance for books, transportation,
and misc expenses ($700)

KANSAS

Institutional tuition/fees plus $200
books/supplies plus SMA=ind. insti.
budget

LOUISIANA
Tuition & fee amounts are regported
individually by each school

MAINE
Budgets are submitted by the Financial
Aid Officers following our guidelines

MARYLAND

by St Sch. Bd. commuter 1500 +
tuition & fees resident + 700 = tuition,
fees, room, board .

MICHIGAN

Tuition and fees and room and board insti. +
books and personal and travel established

by State

MINNESOTA

Resident budget= tuition and fees + resident
room and board + $400. Off-campus budget=
tuition and fees + $1500,

MISSOURI ,
Currently, those budgets used by schools

25.
NUMBER/DESCRIPTION OF SEPARATE BUDGETS:

HAWAI I

3 - 1) single 1iving at home
2) single 1iving in dorms
3) married

I0WA

Scholarship Prog - 1

Tuition Grant Prog - 1

Voc/Tech Tuition Grant Prog - 2
(9 & 12 Mo. budgets)

KANSAS -
Dependent; self-supporting

LOUISIANA
Dependent resident, dependent commuter
and self-supporting

MAINE _
One budget for a dormitory student

MARYLAND

by st. sch. bd. Commuter 1500 + tuition &
fees resident 700 + tuition, fees, room,
board

MICHIGAN
Unless upper & lower division tuition
and fees are different

}

'MINNESOTA
Resident budget= tuition and fees +

resident room + board + $400. Off-campus
budget= tuition and fees + $1500.

MISSOURI
Each dep. self supporting
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STATES WHERE AWARD AMOUNTS ARE CALCULATED
ON A RELATIVE NEED

A SEPARATE COLLEGE BUDGET FOR EACH COLLEGE

OR TYPE OF COLLEGE; HOW BUDGETS ARE DETERMINED:

MONTANA

Within guidelines tuition & fees, room
and board, books and supplies, transporta-
tion

NEW HAMPSHIRE
by type of college

NEW JERSEY

1. Ed. Oppor Fund Grants - by institutional

financial aid officer 2. Tuition Aid
Grants - BEQG budget employed as well as
institutional budget 3. Garden State
Schol Prog - resident college budget

NEW MEXICO

Fach institution is responsible for determin-
ing what factors will be included in the
establishment of their standard budgets.

NORTH CAROLINA

Actual college costs plus standard allowances
for expenses

DKLAHOMA
CalcuTation of enrollment fees required of all

students at each school

OREGON

Educational costs are gathered from all

eligivle institutions and standard budgets
are developed for all institutions by the
agency

PENNSYLVANIA

Direct questionaire competed by Fianancial

Aid officer.

NUMBER/DESCRIPTION OF SEPARATE BUDGETS:

MONTANA
single and married

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Three colleges are placed in ranges based
on tuition costs $0 - 600; $601-1500, and
above

MNEW JERSEY

1. Garden State Schol Prog - residents
college budget 2. Tuition Aid Grants

3. Ed. Oppor Fund Grants - residential/
commuter 4. BEOG resident/commuter

NEW MEXICO

This varies at each institution. It
depends on the type of student (dependent/
independent); whether the student 1ives

on or off campus; the size of the
independent student's family ; etc.

NORTH CARQOLINA :

1. resident student 2. off-campus student

3. off-campus student with parent, 4. off-
campus Student with spouse and/or dependents

OKLAHOMA
upper to lower classmen

QREGON
Dependent, 9 month and Independent
12 month for one to four family memebers

PENNSYLVANIA _

1. Living at home: Tuition and fees plus
$900 (books, personal, meals, transp.

2. Living away from home: (a) campus

with dormitories-tuition and fees plus
room and board plus $350 or tuition and
fees plus $1,300 for off-campus (b) campus

githout dormitories-tuition and fees plus
300.

wi

v



STATES WHERE AWARD AMOUNTS ARE CALCULATED
ON A RELATIVE NEED BASTS BY ESTABLISHING
A SEPARATE COLLEGE BUDGET FOR EACH COLLEGE

OR _TYPE OF COLLEGE; HOW BUDGETS ARE DETERMINED:

RHODE ISLAND

Nursing Ed Schol - budget figures are
obtained from appropriate officials at each
school

State Schol (o01d) - program administered by
Ed/ Test Serv. -CSS budget tapes are used
State Schol & Grant Prog (new) - provided
by institution - we use CSS initiated data

SOUTH CAROLINE

Boarding budgets are comprised of actual
charges for tuition/fees/room/board.
Commuting budgets include actual charge
for tuition/fees plus $700 indirect
expense allowance.

TENNESSEE

Books $175, $450 personal expenses and
$75 for travel for dependent resident
students; $1500 for dependent commuter
students; $3700 for single emancipated
(12 months); $5475 (plus dependent
allowance) for married (12 months). To
the above tuition/fees are added; for

resident dependent room & board is also added.

TEXAS

Tuition equalization Grants to Student
Incentive Grants: Determined by educational
institution and approved by agency

Texas Public Ed - State Student Incentive

Prog. - educational institution submits budget

which is accepted or rejected

VERMONT

Tuition, fees, room and board charges plus
$700

VIRGINIA
submitted by the institutions subject to our
approval

WEST VIRGINIA
Request budget figures from individual
schools in early spring. Institution will
be questioned if components of the budget
seem unreasonabie

37.
NUMBER/DESCRIPTION OF SEPARATE BUDGETS:

RHODE ISLAND

Nursing Ed. Schol - 3: resident, commuter,
self-supporting State Schol (old) 2
commuter, resident State Schol & Grant
Prog. - 2 commuter, resident

SOUTH CAROLINE
2 Boarding and commuting

TENNESSEE

4 - resident, commuter, single emacipated
married

TEXAS

A1l - as many as nesded fo fit major

categories

VERMONT

2 - dependent students; self-supporting
students

VIRGINIA

Three- 1.9-mbnth dependent commuter

2. 9-month dependent resident, 3. 12-mo

- independent budget determined by size

and household

WEST VIRGINIA

two budgets for dependent students -
resident and commuter. Several budgets

for independent students - single, married
married with one child, etc.
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STATES WHERE AWARD AMOUNTS ARE CALCULATED

ON A RELATIVE NEED BASIS BY ESTABLISHING

A SEPARATE COLLEGE BUDGET FOR EACH COLLEGE

OR TYPE OF COLLEGE: HOW BUDGETS ARE DETERMINED:

WISCONSIN

Higher Ed Grants: grant is part of aid
package and can be adjusted throughout

the academic year Indian-Student Grants-
any aid would affect the package; handled

by aid officer. Tuition Grants - aid officer
will reduce award

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Not by type of college by location

of college (Virgin Islands, Puerto Rico,
U.S. Mainland and others)

NUMBER/DESCRIPTION OF SEPARATE BUDGETS

WISCONSIN

Higher Ed Grants - tuition, room/board

books, misc, transportation costs.
Tuition Grants - tuition plus standard
non-tuition costs

Indian Student Grants - Standard insti-
tution budget plus added amount for
special cases or projects

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Virgin Islands - $800 V.I. up to 1500 Grants
Puerto Rico 700 loans O0.R.

U.S. Mainland 1000 U.S. Mainland 3000
Grants
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STATES WHERE AWARDS ARE NOT LIMITED TO TUITION AND MANDATORY FEES:

ALABAMA: Tuition, fees, room, board, transpor-
tation, books and supplies, and personal
expenses not to exceed $500.

ARIZONA: A1l costs covered in the student
cost of education budget.

CALIFORNIA: 1.) CAL B, subsistence in
first year, subsistence and tuition in sub-
sequent years; 2.) CAL C, books, supplies,
transportation, and training-related costs.
COLORADO: 1.) Student Incentive Grants -
educational cost; 2.) Student Grants - total
cost of education to maximum of $1,000.

CONNECTICUT: For all educationally related
sosts.
DELAWARE: Student Incentive Grants Program.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: Books and supplies,
room, board, travel, personal.

FLORIDA: A7l instructional and non-instruc-
tional costs.

GEQRGIA: Tuition, fees, room and board,
books, transportation, personal expenses and
denendent's allowance.

IDAHO: Tuition, fees, room and board, books,
necessary transportation or commuting
axpense, or other expenses reasonably related
to attendance at a postsecondary educational
institution.

KANSAS: State Scholar - tuition/fees; books/
supplies, maintenance. Tuition Grants -

all traditional education expenses, i.e.,
tuition/fees; books/supplies and maintenance.
KENTUCKY: :
LOUISTANA: Tuition and fees, books and
supplies, room and board, personal and mis-
cellaneous, in controlled cost of education
budgets for dependent, independent, and
commuter students.

MAINE: Tuition and fees; room and board;
books, miscellaneous.

MARYLAND: Room, board, travel, books, etc.
MASSACHUSETTS: (A1l 5) any educational
expenses (1imit of $500 on Special Ed, Schol.)

MICHIGAN: Tuition and fees, room and board,
miscellaneous expenses.

MISSISSIPPI:

MISSOURI: Any costs of education.

MONTANA: Tuition, fees, room and board,
books, and miscellaneous. $600 maximum award.
NEBRASKA: Any educationally related expenses.
NEVADA: Any educationally related cost.

NEW HAMPSHIRE: A1l educational costs

NEW JERSEY: Any obligation between the
student and the institution.

NEW YORK: Tuition Assistance Program - awards
1imited to tuition only.

NORTH CAROLINA: Room, board, books, related
educational costs such as transportation,
maintenance - a standard allowance.

NORTH DAKOTA: Room, board, supplies, travel,
personal expenses.

OKLAHOMA :

OREGON: Room, board, books, transporation,
personal. '

PENNSYLVANIA: Tuition and fees, room and board,
books, when State Grant is in combination with
other gift aid. Maximum State Grant does not
exceed the lesser of 80% of basic tuition or
one-third of adjusted financial need (after
BEOG) or $1,500 in-state or $600 out-of-state.
RHODE ISLAND: State Scholarship (o1d) -Room,
board, books and travel. - State Scholarship
and Grant Program (new) - room, board, books,
travel, etc.

TEXAS: "Al1l

VERMONT: Tuition, fees, room, board, books,
personal expenses.

VIRGINIA: Maximum award will not exceed the
cost of tuition and required fees, but the _
award itself may be applied toward any approved
educational costs.

WASHINGTON: Room, board, supplies, books,
some personal and transporation.

WISCONSIN: Higher Education Grants, Indian
Student Grants, tuition, fees, room, board,
transportation, books, miscellaneous.
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WHAT WAS THE PUBLISHED DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION?

ALABAMA
October 1, 1978

ARIZONA

May 1, 1979

ARKANSAS
July 1 (fall), October 15 (spring)

CALIFORNIA
A1l 3 - December 1, 1977

COLORADO
1. Student Incentive Grant
2. Student Grants (varies)

CONNECTICUT

1. Higher Ed Grant Program-Jan 23, 1978

2. Contractual Stud. Indep. Colleges-None

3. State Supp. Grant-institutional preference
4. State Scholar-November 15, 1977

DELAWARE
1. Higher Education Grants-dJuly 1
2. Student Incentive Grants-varied by Inst.

WASHINGTON D. C.
June 30(continuations) July 31 (initials)

FLORIDA
April 1, 1978

GEQORGIA
July 1, 1978

HAWAII
None

IDAHO
None

ILLINOIS
February 15, 1979 for 2nd term awards
October 1, 1978, for regular term awards

TOWA

——

March 1, 1978(priority) June 1, 1978

(seconds)

KANSAS
April 21, priority date

KENTUCKY
Priority filing date March 15, 1978

LOUISIANA
No student application used

MAINE
April 1, 1978

MARYLAND
both February 15

MASSACHUSETTS
-~ 79-80: new-Feb 15, 1979
79-80: renewal April 1, 1979

MICHIGAN '
Recommended - January 31 - freshmen

March 31 for upperclassmen

MINNESOTA
‘ March 1, 1978

MISSISSIPPI
January 1

_MISSOURI
April 30, 1978

MONTANA
Priority date April 1 -

NEBRASKA
Variable

NEVADA
N/A

NEW HAMPSHIRE
May 1

NEW JERSEY

Ed. Oppor Fund Grants-March 1979

Tuition Aid Grants March 15, 1979
Garden State Sch. Prog.-November 15, 1977
originally and extended for NJFAF filing
due to new program regulations.

NEW MEXICO
None

NEW YORK
-March 31, 1979



WHAT WAS THE PUBLISHED DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION?

NORTH CAROLINA
April 1

NORTH DAKOTA
April 15, 1978

QHIO
August 18-full year award; Dec 1-partial award

OKLAHOMA
June T, 1978

OREGON
none

PENNSYLVANIA

May 1-Colleges and all renewal
August 1 - first time non-degree
school applicants

RHODE ISLAND

Nursing Ed. Schoi-3-31-78

State School-(old) -4-7-78

State Schol & Grant Program

(new)-March 15, 1978

Buss Ed. Teachers Schol.-March 31, 1978
War Orphans Schol-March 31, 1978

SOUTH CARQLINA
May 1, 1977 was priority

TENNESSEE
May 15

TEXAS
None

VERMONT
March 1, 1978

VIRGINIA
March 31, 1978

WASHINGTON
October 1, 1978

WEST VIRGINIA
March 1 '

WISCONSIN L
] cademic year

VIRGIN ISLANDS
March 15 for fall entrance
October 15 for 2nd semester
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DATE APPLICATIONS WERE MADE AVAILABLE:

ALABAMA
December, 1978 for 1978-79

ARIZONA
April, 1978

ARKANSAS
January 20, 1978

CALIFORNIA
Dec. 1, 1977

COLORADQ
T. Student Incentive Grant-varies
2. Student Grants-varies

CONNECTICUT

1. Higher Ed. Grant ProgFeb,1978
for renewal students-no new apps
accepted for 2 years

2. ContractStud/ndep Colleges-

" varies according to institutional

procedures

3. State Supp Grant-Institutional
preference

4, State Scholarship-Sept, 1977

DELAWARE .
1. Higher Educ. Scholar-Feb of preceding
acadeni ¢ year

2. Student Incent Grants-Aug of preceding

academic year

WASHINGTON D.C.
March 1, 1978

FLORIDA
December 1, 1977

GEORGIA
March, 1978

HAWAII
March

IDAHO
January, 1978

ILLINOQIS
September 77-Feb. 15, 1979

I0WA
December, 1977

KANSAS
upon release of 1978-79 ACT-FFS

KENTUCKY
December 1

LOUISIANA
July 10

MAINE

December 1, 1977

MARYLAND
77 Tate October

MASSACHUSETTS
November 28 for 1979-80

MICHIGAN
January |

December 1, 1977

MISSISSIPPI .
Applicant may apply at anytime

MISSOURL
December, 1977

MONT ANA
December

Variable

NEVADA

February 1. A1l students applying for
financial aid are considered. Nevada
must use alternative matching such

as grant-in-aid and scholarships.

NEW HAMPSHIRE
January

NEW JERSEY

Garden State Scho Prog-fall'77
Tuition Aid Grants-Jan 1, 1978
Ed/ Oppor. Fund Grants-Jan, 1978

HEW MEXICO -

Institutions wers allowed to accent
applications and make tentative awards
as early as May 1, 1978. Apps are made
available at different times during the
year by each institution




DATE APPLICATIONS WERE MADE AVAILABLE

NEW YORK
April 1, 1978

NORTH CAROLINA

. At time of release of FAF & FFS

NORTH DAKOTA
January 1, 1978

OHIO :
December 1, 1977

QKLAHOMA
March, 1978

OREGON
" December, 1977

PENNSYLVANIA
December 1, 1977 (for 78-79)

RHODE ISLAND

Nursing Ed. Schol - March 31,'78

Bus Educ Teachers Schol-Nov '77-Mar '78
State Schol (old) Nov '77

State Schol & Grant Prog. - Dec '77

War Orphans Schol - Nov '77-Mar '78

SOUTH CAROQLINA
October, 1977

TENNESSEE
fall of 1978

TEXAS
November

VERMONT
January 1, 1978

VIRGINIA
December, 1977

WASHINGTON
July 1, 1978

WEST VIRGINIA
December '

WISCONSIN
January 1, 1978 (all)

VIRGIN ISLANDS
September, 1977
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WHAT NEED ANALYSIS SYSTEM WAS USED IN MAKING 1978-79 AWARDS?:

ALAB

AMA

BEOG

ARIZ

ACT, CSS, BEOG, University of Arizona system

ARKA

ONA

NSAS

BEOG

COLO
1

RADO

. Student Incentive Grant- Uniform Methodology

2. Student Grants- Uniform Methodology
CONNECTICUT
1. Higher Education Grant Program-
BEOG & CSS
2. Contractual Student/Ind. College - need
. calculated by Ind. Colleges & universities
3. State supported Grant-Institutional preference
4. State Scholar-Uniform meth. (CSS)
CALIFORNIA
€SS, Uniform Meth. FAF
DELAWARE
CSS
WASHINGTON D.C.
BEOG
FLORIDA
FFS (ACT) & FAF (CSS)
GEQRGIA
CSS
HAWAII
BEOG
IDAHO
- Most institutions use CSS
ILLINOIS
own
I0WA

Uniform method. (CSS)

KANSAS
ACT-FFS State Scholarship

ACT - Tuition Grants
KENTUCKY
€SS

LOUISTANA

Dependent students - ACT, CSS, BEQG,
Income Tax method

Independent students - ACT, CSS, BEOG

MAINE
FAF

MARYLAND
CSS & BEOG

MASSACHUSETTS

CSS (Consortium institutional, mostly CSS)

MICHIGAN
Uniform Meth -(either ACT or CSS)

MINNESQTA
ACT-Uniform Methodology

MISSISSIPPI

Each institution has a choice ofCSS,BEOG,

Income tax, & ACT

MISSOURI
ACT & CSS

MONTANA-
CSS and/or ACT

NEBRASKA
BEOG, ‘ACT, CSS

NEVADA
ACT, CSS, BEQG

NEW HAMPSHIRE
BEOG

NEW_MEXICO

Post-secondary educ. institutions use
BEOG, ACT, CSS.

NEW JERSEY
¢SS

NEW YORK
By statute awards are scaled according
to state taxable income

NORTH CARCLINA
ACT or CSS

NORTH DAKOTA
ACT



WHAT NEED ANALYSIS SYSTEM WAS USED IN MAKING 1978-79 AWARDS?:

OKLAHOMA
Actual income situation for 1977 tax year

OREGON
€SS

PENNSYLVANIA
OQur own

RHODE ISLAND
CSS for all except War Orphans Schol (N/A)

SOUTH CAROLINA
CSS & our own system

TENNESSEE
ACT or CSS

TEXAS .
CSS or ACT or method outlined on application
for hand analysis _

VERMONT
ACT

VIRGINIA
€SS

WASHINGTON
€SS

WEST VIRGINIA
€SS

WISCONSIN
CSS-FAF

VIRGINIA
€SS
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HOW. BY WHOM, AND HOW OFTEN ARE APPLICANTS INFORMED OF AWARD DECISIONS?

ALABAMA

Award letters are forwarded by the agency
to the institutions for distribution to
students in August and October.

ARIZONA

This is done by each institution Financial
Aid Officer according to the institutional
procedures.

ARKANSAS
Through award notifications sent by the
agency on July 1, and October 15, 1977.

CALIFORNIA :

Cal A-new winner announcement made in spring
by the Commission; renewal announcement made
in the late summer by the Commission;

Cal B-new winners notified in April; renewal
students notified in July.

Cal C-award announcement letters sent di-
rectly to student

DELAWARE

1. Higher Education Grants-letter to
applicants monthly, Feb-Nov.

2. Student Incentive Grants-letter at time of
award decision.

WASHINGTON D.C.
Informed by agency, by letter, once per
academic year.

FLORIDA
Notified by the Florida Student Financial
Assistance Commission between July 15-Aug 15.

"~ GEOQRGIA _
State agency notifies student immediately
following the processing of the application.

HAWAT I
By written communication, by institution,
semester

IDAHO
Award letter from Executive Director
when first half of award is processed

ILLINOIS
Agency informs - rolling decisions

IOWA

Scholarship & Voc/Tech Tuition Grant
agency mailed individual award notices
May 1, 1978, Tuition Grant Program-
agency mailed notices May 1, 1978,

and August 1, 1978.

KANSAS
Letter from state agency at irregular
intervals after April priority date.

KENTUCKY

Award notice from KHEAA beginning
May 17 and be-weekly thereafter or
long as funds remain

LOUISIANA

Applicants are informed by the financial

aid officials

MAINE

Students are informed by an award

letter from this office.

MARYLAND

4 times annually by our office (May,
July, Oct, & March) ‘

MASSACHUSETTS

By agency several times a year({except
gonsortium S cholarship-College Financial
Aid Officer)

MICHIGAN

Competitive Scholarship-by letter from
State Office-May 1 for freshmen; June 20
for renewals; and early July for late
freshman.
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HOW, BY WHOM, AND HOW OFTEN ARE APPLICANTS INFORMED QF AWARD DECISIONS?

MONTANA
by institutions within guidelines

NEBRASKA
By institutions with approval by the
agency

NEVADA
Eligible institution recommends;
agency makes final determination

NEW HAMPSHIRE
by the Commission

NEW JERSEY
by eligible institutions follow-
ing state guidelines

NEW MEXICO
by eligible institution following
general guidelines

NEW YORK
Agency

NORTH CAROL INA
by agency/otfice, the Authority's
agent,Coliege Foundation, Inc.

NORTH DAKOTA
Agency director

OHIO _
A1l award decisions are made by the
agency '

OKLAHOMA

Institutions make recommendations.
Final award decisions are made

by this office.

OREGON

Agency-students must submit a
Financial Aid Form directly to
the agency for review and final
decision on eligibility and award
amount.

PENNSYLVANIA :
By the Agency, subject to
institutional adjustment for
other gift aid received.

RHODE ISLAND
War Orphans Schol & Nursing Ed. Sch-

by the agency, in this case the Rhode
Island Higher Ed. Assistance Authority

RHODE ISLAND (continued)

Bus. Educ Teachers Schol - by the
eligible institution following general
guidelines, in this case by Bryant Coll.
State Schol -(old) & State Schol &
Grant Prog (new) - by the agency

SOUTH CAROLINE
The agency makes the actual decision
on each award

TENNESSEE
Award decisions are made by TSAC

TEXAS

By eligible institution following guide-
lines but affirmed by (or disapproved

by agency)

VERMONT
by the agency

VIRGINIA
A1l award decisions are made by the
agency (Council of Higher Ed.)

WASHINGTON :
Award decisions are made by the insti-
tutions through nominations to the
Council in accordance with very strict
and definitive Operations Manual.

WEST VIRGINIA

Agency selects recipients based upon the
guidelines recommended by the Advisory
Council on West Virginia Grants and
approved by the Board of Regents.

WISCONSIN

Agency and aid officers combinations

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Agency
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AGENCY'S DEFINITION OF A SELF-SUPPORTING OR EMANCIPATED STUDENT FOR -~
1978-79 GIFT AID PROGRAMS

ALABAMA: Same as BEOG.

ALASKA: If 18 or over, simple statement
of self-support based on not appearing

on anyene else's I.R.S. statement as a
dependent; have not considered anyone
younger.

ARIZONA: Definition made at each par-
ticipating institution. :

ARKANSAS: Ve use the BEOG determination
of salf-supporting status from Section C.
Questions are asked to determine resi-
dency, tax exemption status, financial
support, etc, over a three year period.
CALIFORNIA: A) By June 30, 1979 may not
have 1ived with either parent or receiv-
ed financial assistance exceeding $750
from either parent for 3 consectutive

tax years, and may not have been claim-
ed as an income tax exemption by anyone
other than self or spouse, QR 3) Have
been a ward of the court, OR C) Have been
a part of an extremely adverse home sit-
uation which is documentaed by school or
responsibie community perscnnel (minister,
social worker, etc.) which has led to
estrangement from family and have not re-
ceived a contribution in cash or in kind
from family for preceding 12 months.

(Fu]} documentation must accampany the
FAF. -

COLORADO: Uniform methodology defini-
tion.

CONNECTICUT: Same as BEQG definition.

Wa require a $2,500 self-help expectation
from all independent students.

DELAWARE: MNot included as dependent on
parent's I.R.S. forms,demonstrate means
of self-support, and not living at home
(parent's address) for extended periods
of time.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: Students over the
age of 21 or under ¢l who live away from
parents, are not claimed by them on in-
come tax forms, and have declared them-
salves independent.

FLORIDA: Federal definition for college-
Pased programs (Federal Guidelines).
GEORGIA: A student who did not or will not
reside with, receive 3800 or more in sup-
part, or peclaimed as an income tax exemp-
tion by anyene other than himself (or
spouse) during the present year or immed{-
ately preceding calendar year.

HAWAIl: Same as Federal definition.
TOAHO: A student who has not and will not
Be claimed as an exemption, has not re-
ceived or will not receive financial as-
sistance of more than $600, nor has not,
or will not live for morethan two consecu-
tive weeks in the home of a parent during
the calendar year(s) in which aid is re-
ceived and the calendar year prior.
ILLINOIS: Same as federal. )

TOWA: Same as federal definition.
KANGAS: Same as Uniform Methodology.
KENTUCKY: Same as fedesral.

LOUTSIARA: Student who has not or will
not be claimed as an exemption for feder-
al income tax purposes other than self or
spousa; has net or will not receive $800
from parents during calendar year prior
to or for which aid is requasted; has not

lived with parents for two consecutive
weeks prior to or for which aid is re-
quested. i

MAINE: BEOG definition.

MERYLAND: Same as CSS and BEOG, but a T
group of Financial Aid Officers are eval-

uating the approach more closely to re- -
cugmend a current Maryland living stand- ’
ard.

MASSACHUSETTS: Married, divorced, seper-
ated, widowed, or orphaned, or, if single,
at least 25 years of age. If single and
under 25, must meet 3 federal ¢riteria for
the 3 years concerned.

MICHIGAN: Same as U. S. 0. E.

MINNESOTA: Same as federal definition for
campus based programs. _
MISSISSIPPI: One who has no other source
of educational funds other than those pro-
vided by the individual student.

MISSQURI: 'We use ACT/CSS nead analysis.
VONTANA: Same as college~based federal aid
programs. -
MEBRASKA: The salf-supporting or emancipa-

tad stud. .t, for 1973-79 gift aid programs, -
was not uniformly defined on a state-wide
level. The federal guideline definitions
are presently being used.

NEVADA: College Work Study as defined in
Federal Register 9/28/77. o
NEV HAMPSHIRE: Same as Basic Educational

Opportunity Grant. -

. NEW JERSEY: Must meet all of the following

criteria: (1) have not Tived and will not - .
Tive with parents for more than two weeks ’ oo

(2) not claimed by parents as exemption on

Federal tax return (3) have nat recsived

more than $600 per year from parents, and

(4) have demonstrated ability to support >
themselves through their own financial re-
sourcas showing at least $1400 in resources -
for prior year.

NEW MEXICO: Because New Mexico operates a
decentralized program each institution is
charged with the rasponsibility of estab-
lishing a definition of salf-suoporting or
emancipated student. Generally, guidelines
for other federal aid programs are used.

. NEW YORK: Criteria for finmancial indepen-

dence: 1)¥35 yrs. of age and older, 2) Under-
graduate 22-24 and all graduate students un-
der 35: must not have resided with parents

for more than 2 weeks; must not have receiv-
ed financial assistance in excess of 3600

from parents; must not have been claimed as -
income tax deductions by parents (Special
circumstances exemptions).

NORTH CAROLINA: Current definition is "In-
dependent Scudent means a self-supporting
student who did not or will not reside with
(for a consecutive peried of more than two (2)
weeks ), receive $600 or more in support from,
or be claimed as an income tax exemption by -
anyone other than himsal?¥ (or spouse) during S
the immediately preceding, current or ensuing

calendar year; however, we nlan to adopt the

praposed USOE definition when approved.

NORTH DAKOTA: Same as for Federal programs.

QHIO: 1. Student must not have been claimed

as tax exemption by "parents" in 1977, 1978,

or 1979. 2., Student must not have resided

- with "parents" in 1977, 1978, or 1979.

3. Student must not have received arny fin-
ancia;gsupport from parents in 1977, 1978,
or 1979,
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AGENCY'S DEFINITION OF A SELF-SUPPORTING OR EMANCIPATED STUDENT FOR
1978-79 GIFT AID PROGRAMS

OKLAHOMA: During the preceding 12 months
the student must not have resided with or
been claimed as a dependent for Federal
Income Tax purposes or been the recipient
of an amount in excess of $600 from one or
both parents.

OREGON: U.S.0.E. definition.

PENNSYLVANIA: Al1l Veterans of the U. S.

Armed Services, Orphans, Wards of the Court,
those graduated from high school six years
or more. All others tested individually
that during the prior year and award year
they were: (1) not claimed as a tax depen-
‘ent, (2) not residing with parents other
than during national holiday periods,(3)
not receiving more than $200 per year from
parents, and (4) able to demonstrate rea-
scnable 12-month 1iving resources.

RHODE ISLAND: Same as BEOG requirements.
SOUTH CAROLINA: Between January 1, 1977
and December 31, 1977 A. Did you receive
$600 or more from one or both parents/
guardians? B. Were you claimed as a de-
pendent on your parents/guardian's tax

form? C. Have you resided with either par-

ent/guardian for more than four weeks?

TENNESSEE: Same as federal definition.

TEXAS: Same as U.S.0.E.

VERMONT: Has not been claimed nor will be
claimed as exemption for Federal Income
Tax purposes by either parent or any other
person (except spouse) for calendar year
in which aid is received and the 2 prior
calendar years; has not received nor will
recejve financial assistance of more than
$200 including room and board of any kind
from parents. A student is considered to
have received more than $200 in assis-
tance if he or she has resided with

-parent(s) for a period of one month or
longer during the aforementioned period.
VIRGINIA: Federal definitions (USOE).
WASHINGTON: Students must meet all of
the requirements of the federal defini-
tion but in addition, prove they have
been self-supporting or emancipated for a
total of FIVE YEARS. Emancipated students
may file parental information to determine
if they qualify.

1

WEST VIRGINIA: Use definition which applies
to federal student aid program. 1.) Not
lived with parents. 2.) Not been listed as
an exemption on parent's income tax return.
3.) Not received financial assistance from
parents.

WISCONSIN: Same as federal.

VIRGIN ISLANDS: A student who receives less

than % the cost of his education from his
parent or guardian and as a result must rely
on work-study programs, institutional loans
or other federal and local programs to pro-

vide the additional funds needed to take
care of his education.
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IS THE AGENCY RECEIVING BASIC GRANT APPLICATION INFORMATION REGULARLY?

HOW IS THE DATA

USED TO COORDINATE AWARD DECISIONS FOR THE MUTUAL (I.E. BASIC GRANT AND STATE GRANT)

APPLICANTS?

ALABAMA: Yes, Financial information pro-
vided on the Agency's full data tape is
used to calculate need for state grants.
ALASKA: Yes, potential awards are not
calculated, actual awards are added to re-
sources,

ARKANSAS: Yes, in 1978-79, the data is
used for preliminary award information and
we send applications to students who are
on the BEOG roster, but have not applied
for our program.

CALIFORNIA: Consider BEOG as an award
(student resource) to be coordinated.-
CONMECTICUT: Yas, eligibility index is
used 1n conjunction with Higher Education
Grant Program.

DELAWARE: Yes, for information and "pack-
aging” consideration.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: Yes, the data is
usad to verity need and other information
in determining eligibility.

FLORIDA: ETigibility indexes are print-
ed on all award and rejection letters,
plus correspondence to institutions. In-
stitutions are requastad to adjust state
grants (downward) if a student's need has
been exceeded.

GEORGIA: Yes, BEOG computation is applied
o the budget (established by this agency)
of the institution the student is to attend
(acceptance by that institution being a
prerequisite to the student's submission
of a GIS application). The amount of BEQOG
thus determined is.considered a resource in
determining the GIS award. If no BEOG data
has been received, the agency makes the
BEOG computation an the basis of CSS,infa.
received and BEQG law.

HAWAII: Yes, information made available
To al| participating institutions.

IDAHQ: Yes, to check data furnished by
institutions.

ILLINOIS: We update our Basic Grant esti-
mate to actually received.

10¥A: Yes - ICAC uses the data to monitar
the student's total gift aid package. A
student may not recsive gift assistance ex-
ceeding our estimate of his/her need.
KANSAS: Only to compare data submitted
prior to requests for verification of quest-
ionable entries.

KENTUCKY: Yes, verify application has been
filed.
LOUISIAMA: Yes, used to monitor BEOG infor-

mation on requests for SSIG awards.

MAINE: BEOG award {5 added to student
resourcas. !
MARYLAND: Yes, State Award represents 1/3
To 1/2 of student need after deducting
8ECG award from maximum need.

MICHIGAN: Yes - to this date the data have
not been used.

MINNESOTA: BEOG awards are considered when
the amount of each individual state award
is calculated. No more than 75% of an app-
licant's need may be met through-a combina-
tion of the BEQG and states awards.
MISSISSIPPI: Only SSIG awards are review-
ed and approved through this office.
MIssoual: Not this year. Will not be used
until 1979-80. We will get 1978-73 summary
data.

MONTANA: Available to institutions upon re-
quest.
NEVADA: Yes.

NEW HAMPSHIRE: Awards determined by student
:gigébi1ity index number (and cost of educa-
on).
NEW JERSEY: Student grants are subject to
adjustment based upon the resources available
to the student for meeting educational costs.
For students attending public colleges in New
Jersey, grants will be adjusted upward if the
student's resources (defined as the total of
the estimated family contribution, Federal
Basic Grant and Tuition A{d Grant) are not equal
to 50% of the student's approved college budget
as defined below. For students attending in-
dependent colleges in New Jersey, grants will be
adjusted upward if the resources just defined do
not equal 35% of the student's approved college
budget. The approved college budget is defined
as the appropriate resident or commuter budget
approved by the Federal Basic Grant Program at
the institution the student is attending. State
grants will be decreasad if the student's re-
sources, as defined above, exceed 85% of the stu-
dent's approved college budget. Students attend-
ing eligible out-of-state institutions are sub-
ject to the same award table adjustment rules de-
scribed abave for in-state independent institu-
tions.
NEW YORX: Information is used for statistical
purposes only.
NORTH DAKOTA: 1978-79 Used for statistical pur-
poses onlys 1979-80 w11l be used to incorporate
SEI as a criteria for State Grant eligibility.
OREGON: Used to check BEOG applicatioen.
PENNSYLYANTA: Revised BEQG Offsat Procsdure.
BEOG Offset Procsdure effective with 1978-79:
Pro rata offsat ranges from zerc when tuition
and feas are more than 52,800 to 100% BEOG offset
when tuition and fees are 31,600 or less. Offset
is applied against financial need {educational
costs less expected parental contribution).
SOUTH CAROLINA: Yes. BEQG awards are used as a
direct contrioution against need.
TENNESSEE: Estimated BEOG is determined - data
helpful in estimating aid available in Tennessee.
TEXAS: Not used (only summary data received).
TERMONT: We calculate Basic Grant awards for all
applicants using award amount in determining
state grant eligibility and student counseling.
VIRGINIA: We rely primarily on the institutions
to make adjustments in aid packages, if necessary,
to accomodate a CSAP award. We then verify that
a student is not overawarded total aid by more
than $100.
WASHINGTON: Yes, yearly. Data is not used to
coordinate but to serve as a planning and
research mechanism.
WEST VIRGINIA: BEQG eligibility is initially
talculated through information reported by the
College Scholarship Service for FAF filers. It is
later confirmed through official BEOG tapes.
WISCONSIN: Now used only for research purposes
since SER is available for CSS under MDE.
VIRGIN ISLANDS: Yes, but it is limited to
general intormation. Information on applicant
award is raceived in our offics from other insti-
tutions when requestad. The College of the V.I.
receivas BEOG information for students.




WHAT IMPACT AND/OR DECISIONS RELATING TO FEDERAL BEOG (BASIC GRANT) HAS YOUR AGENCY MADE

RELATIVE TO THE 1978-79 AWARD YEAR PROGRAMS?

ALABAMA: BEOG's are the base of all fin-
ancial aid. State grants and campus-based
programs are supplemental to BEOG's.
ARKANSAS: We are using the basic grant
e1igipility index for award computation this
year but will be joining a statewide common
application network using the ACT system in
1979-80.

CALIFORNIA: We have coordinated our awards
wWith BEQDG, withdrawing or reducing our awards
when BEOG meets students need, all or in
part. .
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: BEOG/SER is used for
needs analysis and to cross chetk data re-
ceived from applicants.

FLORIDA: The BEOG application is a condi-
ticn for Florida Student Assistance Grants.
GECRGIA: No change - BEQG state report is
used in calculating GIS awards - and a re-
Tative need approach continues to be used.
ILLINOIS: Agency calculates Basic Grant
estimated award and considers as a first
resource- to meet college costs.

KANSAS: OnTy that BEOG must be considered

as meating need as established for state
programs.

KENTUCKY: KHEAA notified in processing
stage, (eariier than in past) its grant re-
cipients who were eligible for Basic Grant
but who had not applied of the reguire-
ment to apply for the Basic Grant before a
second semester state grant award would be
dispersed.

MAINE: Applicants must apply for Basic E£d-
ucational Opportunity Grant.

MARYLAND: Nothing new; we will continue to
build on BEOG in our packaging of aid for
students, with a portion of total need Teft
for institution to provide.

MICHIGAN: It is difficult to know the im-
pact since each institution has full moni-
toring responsibilities for all sources of
gift aid.

MISSOURI: Nonme. However, student must apply
?o; Basic Grant to receive Missouri grant in
1979-80.

NEW JERSEY: New Jersey has moved to inte-
grate BEUG and State TAG (1) becoming a state
processor and (2) basing State grant eligi-
bility on family ability to pay and BEOG.
NORTH. CAROLINA: Application for a BEOG is

2 prerequisite for an NCSIG award. NCSIG is
intended to be the second step in a package
of financial aid for students that have
"substantial financial need."”

NORTH DAKOTA: tlsed enly for statistical
purposes.

OREGON: The combination of BEOG award amount
and State grant may not exceed 50% of the re-
cipients financial need.

PENNSYLVANIA: Revised BEOG Offset Procedure.
BEOG Uffset Procedure effective with 1978-79:
Pro rata offset ranges from zero when tuition

and fees are more than $2,800 to 100% BECG offset

when tuition and fees are '$1,600 or less.
Offset is applied against financial need (ed-
ucational costs less expected parental con-
tribution).

RHODE ISLAND: SSIG is being used for grant
program for treshmen only.

SOUTH CAROLINA: A1l students strongly en-
couraged to apply for BEDG Awards. Students
with high probability of receiving BEQG
Awards are required to apply. 85% of Tuition
ggggt Awardees in 1977-78 also applied for
TENNESSEE: Require that TSAA recipients
apply tor BEOG; estimated BEOG considered

as a resource in determining nead for state
grant.

TEXAS: Require utilization of BEOG prior

to awarding state aid.

VERMONT: Utilizing Basic Grants as an in-
itial source since 1976-77 has allowed state
funds to assist both middle income students
and students attending higher cost postsecs
ondary institutions.

VIRGINIA: An estimated BEQG Grant is used
in the determination of need.

WEST VIRGINIA: Agency calculated the BEQG
award from ?hformatiqn provided on CSS and/
or BECG tapes. BEQG award treated as a re-
source. State grants were adjusted in those
instances where the combination of the two
awards exceeded the student's demonstrated
need.

WISCONSIN: Student must apply for BEQG -
his/her BEOG award part of State grant award
formula.

YIRGIN ISLANDS: (1.) The agency is requiring
G appiicants to furnish information on
BEOG awards as one criterion for determining
need, (2) The agency will continue to soon-
sor workshops for counselors on BEDG program
changes and will disseminate information o
high school students. Students will be en-

couraged to apply for BEQG.
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IS THE EXISTENCE OF BASIC GRAMTS CAUSING ANY SIGVIFICANT CHANGE IN WHAT PURPOSES
AMOUNTS, OR PROGRAMS THE STATE-FUNDED GIFT AID PROGRAMS SHOULD ACHIEVE?

ALABAMA: No, BEOG came before any
ETabama programs.

ALASKA: No, a gift aid program does
not exist.
ARIZONA: It def1n1te1y has an influ-

ence, put that varies considerably
from one institution to ancther.
Therefore, an overall assessment can-
not be made.

ARKANSAS: No.
CALTFORNIA

ﬁLOﬁKﬁ Basic grants are raising
serious questions about packaging.
COMNECTICUT: No. Like the BEQG Pro-
gram, award amounts are tendered on
the basis of cost and ability to pay.
in effect, this program supplements
+hs BEDG award.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: No.

FLORIDA: Award maximums formerly set
at 51,200 or need have been changed for
the 1978-79 academic year to %1,200,
need or tuition and feas (wnichever ts
Tess).

GEORGIA: The level of Rasic Grant
funding, the characteristics of that
program relative to allowances, limita-
tions, etc. necessarily have an im-
pact upon tha formulas and procecures
used in the State SSIG program.
HANAII Mo.

TEETWU S: Sianificantly reducing un-
met cost at public and private two-
year institutions.

I0WA: No.

KANSAS: No.

KENTUCKY: Na.

COUISIANA: Since BEQG has satisfied
a substantial portion of need-based
student assistance, a number of stu-
dent aid officials are using SSIG as
a reward ‘or academic acheivement to
better students wno qualify.

MAINE: The 3EQG award amount is used
in formula to determine need.
MARYLAND: Has a strong impact on
packaging since we build on B3E0G.
MASSACHUSETTS: Mo.

MICHIGAN: A proposed State program
similar to BEOG was dropped when the
BEOG program was added.

MINNESQOTA: VYes.

SSISSIPPI: No.

SSOURI: Probably.

NTANA: Not yet, but probably will

the future.
BRASKA This data is unavailabla.

W HAMPSHIRE No.
NEW MEX1CO: No, the Mew Mexico Stu-
dent Incentive Grant Program is only
in its third year. However, if Basic
Grants increase significantly, it
could have an effact on this program.
NEW YORK: None.

NORTH CAROLINA: None.

NORTH DAKQTA: Yes, prev1ously State
Grant was incentive ta law income

students. Mow BECG is incentive to
Tow income.
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OHIO The state grant is directed at
tuition and the Bas1c Grant is seen as
meeting other educational expenses.
Recommendations to increase the genaral
amount of state program are affected by
increases in minimum level of Basic
Grant.

OKLAHOMA: No.

REGON Ava11ab111ty of BEOG has resulted in

the adjt adjustment of award amounts to BEQG eligibles,
recognizing the need to spread grant funds to
stud?nts wha previously relied on self-help (work-
loan

PENNSYLVANIA: State Grant Program funding level
has been frozen for five years. SSIG and front
loading BEDG award against computed financial need
has permitted a very modest shifting of some State
Grant dollars to middle income families.

RHODE ISLAND: VYes - estimated BEOG are counted as
a student resource in determining eligibility for
an amount of state award.

SOUTH CAROLIMA: The existence of B3asic Grants
Program is reducing the amount of state appropri-
ated funds necessary to meet the need of some
students. )
TENNESSEE: By considering an estimated BEOG as an
educational resource, state grants have been
reduced or eliminated in some cases; this equalizes
the amount of gift aid (BEOG - TSAA) students
recaive.
TEXAS: State grants are now aimed toward a
higher income group than prior ta BEOG.
VERMONT: Grant has allowed the state funds to

guarantas access and offer some choice plus aid

more middle income families.

VIRGINIA: No, the existence encourages the
partnership in that we see the CSAP as a second
layer to the foundation program.

WASHINGTON: It has kept the level of the State
Need Grant low, but, even by combining the SNG
and BEOG, there is still adequate allowances for
student seif-help through work and loans,

WEST VIRGINIA: No. Substantial diract impact on

the State Grant Program role and purpose.

WISCONSIN:
sarved.
GUAM: No.

More middle income students being
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HOW, IF AT ALL, DOES YOUR STATE ATTEMPT TO INFLUENCE THE OVERALL PACKAGING OF STUDENT AID AWARDS?

ALABAMA: The stéte grant must be a part of the
institution's award package to the student.

ALASKA: In no way.
ARIZONA: Not at all. :
ARKANSAS: We do not directly influence packag-

ing but make award information available to all
schools so that they know our award as they
package.

COLORADQ: Through the mix of state appropria-
tions for grant, work, and loan.

CONNECTICUT: State does not attempt to
influence.
DELAWARE: No

DISIRICT OF COLUMBIA: Not applicable.

FLORIDA: 1678-79 grant award maximums have been
changed %o 1,200 or tuition and fees, whichever
is less. This change in statute should mean a
more 2quitable distribution of grant funds and
provide for better packaging.

GEORGIA: Campus-based packaging is done (or
aajust?d) at the institution.

ILLINQIS: Unmet cost concept.

IOWA: WMinimum self-help factor is applied at

all times. - Restrict the total gift assistance-

a State recipient may receive.

KANSAS: An institutional -decision only. No
attempt or desire to influence a campus response.
MAINE: We try to gcet a list of awardees to
college financial aid officers early enough to
influenca packaging.

MARYLAND: Attempts to infiuence the overall
packaging of greatly expanded training of
college and high school counselors in the

system employed. BEOG + State + College =
Package.

MIEHIGAN: - No.

MINNESOTA: State attempting to influence the
overail packaging with a 75% of need ceiling

and a prohibition against over-awarding.
MISSISSIPPI: Not applicable

MISSOURI: Encourage packaging using Basic Grant,

then Missouri Grant, then other aid.
MONTANA: Decentralize the SSIG program.
NEBRASKA: It doesn't.

NEVADA: Not applicable

NEW MEXICO: No attempt is made.

NEW YORK: We don't. Final packaging is left to
the discretion of the institution.

NORTH CAROLINA: We attempt to target grant funds
To those of greatest financial need, reserving
loan resources for those of "lesser need."”

NORTH DAKOTA: Not applicable.

QHIO: None’

OKLAHOMA: No

OREGON: Agency encourages institutions to maxi-
mize the use of gift aid by including a form of
self-help in all packages.

PENNSYLVANIA: Limiting maximum State Grant award
to the lesser of one-third of adjusted financial
need (after BEOG) or 80% of basic tuition; $1,500
in-state or 5600 out-of-state.

RHODE ISLAND: Do not.

SOUTH CAROLINA: None

TENNESGEE: Require that institution repackage to
assure that a student's need 'is not over-met.

Our

pre-award rosters to all directors of financial
aid as early as possible; and applying the

Gift Aid Tolerance Level which assures no
student receives more than the cost of tuition,
fees, room and board in the form of gift aid and
parents' contribution to meet educational
expenses. Books, personal expenses, and trans-
portation must be paid through loans and work.

VIRGINIA: It is hoped that a student will come
%o the institution prior to the receiving insti--
tutional aid with knowledge of receiving or not
receiving a BEOG and a state award.

WASHINGTON: Through research and studies,
financial aid officers are shown the advantages:
of including term-time employment in all aid
packages.

WEST-VIRGINIA: Left up to discretion of school.
As Tong as the tstal gift aid is within our
need. figure, we do nothing.

WISCONSIN: State packages its aid on an
equity formula, schools fill in using their aid.

GUAM:. The Government of Guam, through the
Board of Regents, has the sole responsibility
for awarding and disbursing of award funds.

self-help includes summer and school term earnings,

savings and loans.

TEXAS: Require use of BEOG before state funds
and require use of state loan as a last resort.
VERMONT: Attempts to encourage packaging in the
following ways: Use Equal Opportunity Funding

Model which guarantees in FY 79 that all students

would have 58% of their costs met up to $1900
by state grants, BEOG, and parents' contribution;



ARKANSAS:

KENTUCKY:

WHAT SPECIFIC DECISIONS HAVE YOU MADE TO HIGHLIGHT THE PURPOSE OF "REASONABLE CHOICE"
~ IN YOUR PROGRAM(S)?

ALABAMA: Awards available at all types of
institutions.

We are continuing our distri-
bution of information regarding public

and private institutions, etc. and
academic programs.

CALIFORNIA: Cal Grant A has freedom of
choice, Cal Grant B is limited to 51%
community colleges; Cal Grant C is pri-
marily for students in vocational courses.
COLORADQ: We obtained legislation expanding
the range of institutions eligible for the
program.

CONNECTICUT: Award amounts are based on

the cost of the institution in the State

Scholarship Program.
DELAWARE: Al1 institutions that are

accredited and secular are acceptable.

FLORIDA: Recipients are selected on the
basis of relative need; thus students who
attend the higher cost, independent colleges
and universities are benefited.

GEQORGIA: This program is not publicized as
being one which affords substantial reason-
able choice due to inadequate funding. The
state's program of grants to private
college students is viewed as affording
“reasonable choice" to students.

ILLINOIS: Careful annual review of maximum

award value for 78-79; increased from $1550

to $1650.

IO0WA: The primary goal of the Iowa Tuition
Grant Program is to provide students with

the option of attending higher-cost private
institutions. Several nontraditional in-
stitutions have recently been approved for
participation in the program.

KANSAS: None besides informational publicity.
Many change college choice through
June 1 for fall or year awards and through
Oct. 15 for spring only awards.

LOUISIANA: This remains with student aid
official.
MAINE: Formula depends on cost of attendance,

making awards to students at non-public
schools higher.

MARYLAND: Do not meet total need and this
requires some college involvement in pack-
aging of aid and counseling.

MASSACHUSETTS: Modest-only stipend sizes of

$300 Mass. public, $900 private, and $600
non-Mass. public.

RHODE ISLAND:

MICHIGAN: Financial need is measured on

a "relative need" basis reflecting higher
costs at some schools. Also, maximum sti-
pend has been increased to reflect higher
costs at many private colleges.

MINNESQTA: Limit state award to % of

need and state award plus BEOG to 75% of

need. This stretches funds to more stu-
dents. Establishing student budgets which
reflect the cost of the institutions

they select.

MISSOURL: Program itself is so structured.
MONTANA: Broaden the institutional
eligibility to include all post-secondary
institutions with the exception of
proprietary schools.

NEW YORK: The program scales awards to

tuition, thereby, reducing the tuition

d1fferent1a] between pub11c and pr1vate
colleges.

NORTH CARQLINA: Recognition of tuition
differential in calculating actual award.
NORTH DAKOTA: Grant can be taken to any
non-profit school in state.

QHIO: We will be recommending that
grants for students attending private
colleges be increased to 30% of the
average tuition in the private sector and
Ohio has established a reciprocity agree-
ment with Pennsylvania.

OREGON: By limiting the combination of
BEOG and State Grant to % need, state
funds are released to assist middie in-
come students, who typically receive no
federal grant assistance (SEQG or BEQG).
The availability of more than self-help
to middle income students directly re-
lates to the issue of choice of such
students.

PENNSYLVANIA: Maintained in-state
private college maximum grant at the
$1500 legislated maximum and as re-
stricted program funding levels dictated.
Cut back maximum award limits at (A)
out-of-state colleges, and (B) in-state
public colleges because annual tax
supported subsidies have negated any
substantial increases in year-to-year
educational costs.

Program is fully portable
and includes a variety of eligible
institutions.




WHAT SPECIFIC DECISIONS HAVE YOU MADE TO HIGHLIGHT THE PURPOSE OF "REASONABLE CHOICE"

IN YOUR PROGRAM(S)?

SOUTH CAROLINA: South Carolina Tuition Grant
Program is limited to eligible, independent
(non profit) colleges. Therefore, the pri-
mary purpose of the program is to give "reason-
able choice" between public-private sectors of
higher education. Within the program we use

a relative need to determine award size.
TENNESSEE: The maximum amount of the award
relates to the tuition charged at the in-
stitution ($1200 maximum).

TEXAS: Programs operate with maximum
flexibility. Institutions have an allocation
of funds based upon enroliment and student
needs with high degree of local control.
VERMONT: In addition to the 58% guarantee,
all Vermont students att tending an independent
Vermont private college may receive an
additional $1000 Vermont private college
tuition differential grant for a total of
$2900, depending upon costs.

VIRGINIA: The TAGLP is a tuition equalization
program designed to reduce the tuition gap

for those who plan to attend a private
institution.

WASHINGTON: None-The state constitution does
not permit consideration of tuition differential
in our awards. State need grants are portable
and recipients may use these at any eligible
institution of their choice in the state.
Institutions are not limited to the number

of grants they can process.

WEST VIRGINIA: Statutory provisions allow
Righer awards to recipients attending high
cost institutions. However, awards cannot
gxceed demonstrated need in any situation.
WISCONSIN: The Tuition Grant Program.

55.
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WHAT SPECIFIC DECISIONS HAVE YOU MADE TO HIGHLIGHT THE PURPOSE OF "ACCESS" IN YQUR PROGRAMS?

ALABAMA: None. With all awards at $300 "access"
is probably not relative.
ALASKA: None, the State loan program is admin-
istered in accord with eligibility criteria;
attendance at foreign institutions, previously
denied, will be implemented this year (78-79).
ARIZONA: None
ARKANSAS: Continuing emphasis upon making fin-
ancial aid information available to all
students. e are excited about the proposed
education information center and feel that a
cooperative effort with it will greatly enhance
our efforts.
CALIFORNIA: Cal Grant B is specifically
designed as an access program as it provides
for subsistence.
COLORADO: Defined substantial need as $100 or
more.
CONNECTICYT: Limited Stata funding does not
allow for a state access program. However, the
state campus-dased programs are administered so
that students with the greatast need receive
awards.
DELAWARE: Newspapers, radio, high school guid-
ance dissemination.
FLORIDA: Award decisions are made by the state
agency. A student's financial need is calcu-
Tated by using the budget of his/her first
choice institution.
GEQRGIA: The requirement of "substantial unmet
need" and the purpose of the program to meet a
portion of that amount to help assure “access”
to some postsecondary school is emphasized on
the application form, in brechures, etc.
ILLINQIS: Year round processing; extensive use
of Office of Informational Services.
- KANSAS: No specific action aside fram inform-
ing pudiic.
KENTUCKY: Grant maximum was increased wnen
public university tuition was increéased;
extended grant eligibility to higher expectad
parental contribution level.
LOUISIANA: This remains with student aid
official.
MAINE: Student may apply to any postsacondary
Tnstitution in state - public/private.
MARYLAND: Pushing for new legislation to
include proprietary schools. Stress variations
in sizes of awards as costs go up in expense.
MASSACHUSETTS: Consideration of candidates in
order of ascending parental contribution, and
public sector payment lavels higher in relation
to cost than thoses for private sector.
MICHIGAN: In process of amending State legis-
Tation to include all non-profit postsacondary
schools (consistent with SSIG requirements).
MINNESOTA: To requast "full-funding”. To
request the Legislature to make the program
available to all needy undergraduates. (Cur-
rently only first and second year students may
apply as initial year recipients.
MISSISSIPI: Not applicable.
URl: Work with project to inform high
school counselors each year.
MONTANA: Increasad the maximum grant from 3300
to $600.
NEBRASKA: None
NEVADA: A1l in-state resident students who
apply for financial aid are considered for SSIG.
NEW MEXICQ: Because of the low income eligi-
bility requirements, the program is limited to
a small percentage of the population. As Basic
Grants increase and as the State Student Incen-
tive Grant Praogram increases, some consideration
must be given to making the New Mexico Student
Incentive Grant Program available to a higher
income population.

NEW YORK: Legislature has continued to

fully fund the program. No student is
denied because of limitation on the number
or amount of awards.

NORTH CAROLINA: NCSIG awards must go first
t0 neediest candidates who apply within
established deadlines. ’

NORTH DAKOTA: Emphasis will move from

Tow income incentive program, to offering
more grants to middle-income students.

QOHIO: We are proposing that the grant
amounts be increased in 1979-80 to keep up

with increased costs - maximum grant should
equal 80% of fees. This will assure access
ta Ohio students.

OKLAHOMA: None )

OREGON: The decision of the agency supported
by the Legislature, to give priority to the
neediest students when awarding state funds
emphasizes and continues the State's original
commitment of providing access to highar
education. This commitment to access has nat

diminished in light of concern for middle
income grant funding.

PENNSYLVANIA: Front loading BEOG award
against computed financial need (rather than

direct offset to State Grant eligibility) pro-
vides access to students from the lower socio-

economi¢ group without significantly aitering
participation of low cost public coileges in
the State Grant Program.

RHODE ISLAND: New program initiated for '78-
79 has added grants (financial need only) in

addition to former scholarship program.

SOUTH CAROLINA: Individual awards are
limited to students need, therefore, no over-

awards are made at the expense of another
student.

TENNESSEE: In ranking, neediest students

are assistad first.

TEXAS: Student contribution to expenses

has been dropped in Tuition Equalization

Grants Program to improve acgess to private
institutions.

VERMONT : * Guaranteed all students have 353%

of the cost of tyition, fees, room and board,

met with a combination of BEDG, PARENTS'

contribution, and State Incentive Grant to

a maximum of $1900.

YIRGINIA: The need-based program. the CSAP

1s to provide funds to students wno damon-

strate need and plan on attending either

public or private institutions in Virginia.

WASHINGTON: The Council has been able to

focus on access for recently independent and

older independent students hy tightening the

independency criteria (5 year independency

for State Need Grants).

WEST VIRGINIA: B8y ranking applicants accord-

ing to parental contribution rather than

ralative need, first consideration is given

to access--with secondary consideration given

to choice of institution.

WISCONSIN: The TIP supplement of the WHEG

program 1§ our access program.

GUAM: Scholarship Programs will be adver-

Tised islandwide as available without regard

to age, sex, handicap, etc.
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SIGNIFICANT CHANGES IN PROGRAM(S)/OPERATIONS FOR 1978-79
AWARD YEAR WHICH WERE NOT IN EXISTENCE FOR 1977-78 AWARD VEAR

ALABAMA: Changed from a single application
deadline date to three application processing
dates of April 1, July 1, and October 1.
ALASKA: Maximum annual limit for undergrad-
uate students was raised from $2500 to S3000.
DELAWARE: A1l state/federal scholarship pro-
gram administration is being transferred to
Delaware Postsecondary Education Commission
for FY 78/79, effective 9/15/78.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: It is anticipated
staff will be added and will help the program
to operate more efficiently and effectively.
FLORIDA: Florida participated in the multiple
data =ntry application approach. A Florida
resident was automatically considered for a

NEW YORK: Legislation establishing higher

award schedules; completely redisgned processing
system developed and implemented; legislation
prohibiting grants to loan defaulters enacted.
NORTH CAROLINA: Input into our grant procassing
system is via tape exchange with ACT or CSS.
Hard copy FFS or FAS is back-up only; communica-
tion with schools prior to award announcement %0
student is now made to reduce volume of cancel-
Tations and adjustments to be made by State
processor.

NORTH DAKOTA: A1l non-profit postsecondary
schools were designated as eligible for the
1978«79 year.

PENNSYLVANIA: Increased Business/Farm Net Worth

state grant provided they completed an over-
printed FFS or FAF as instructed. )
GEORGIA: Combined application form for Grants
and Scholarships was initiated this year in
additicn to an earlier deadline date (7/3/7%8).

exclusion from $75,000 to $100,000 before con-
verting 10% of remainder to parents' income;
increased home equity exclusion from 325,000 to
$30,500; increased parents' savings and invest-
ments exclusion from $1,500 to $2,500. before

HANAII: None taxing remainder as.contribution from Parents’
KANSAS: Mone . Assets. Reducad expected parents' contribution
KENTUCKY: Cate of first announcement moved by 5% at all PHEAA adjusted income levels.

from 6/26 to 5/17; students could change
college chpice until June 1 for Fall and
Octcber 15 for spring with award cancellation
and reconsideration based on available funds.
MAINE: We have changed from State Tuition
fqualization Program (STEP) which was a de-
centralized system to Maine State Student
Incantive Scholarship Program which is a
centralized program.

MARYLAND:  Two new programs added, increase
in applications for need-pased programs (from
11,000 applicaticns to 15,000).

MASSACHUSETTS: Adopted reaguirement that
recipients pe making satisTactory progress in
zccordance with institutional standards. cx-
tended el1igibility for General Scholarships to
non-degree Z-year programs in public and non-

Increased maximum PHEAA Adjusted Parents' Income
Lavel cutoff from $18,000 to §$19,300. Revisad
BEQG offset procedure.

RHODE ISLAND: New programs (schelarship & grant)
are replacing all old programs on a one year at
a time phase out basis. Program is funded on
formula of 10% of nigh school seniors enroiled
times $7000. Resultant funding is approximately
three times former funding for freshmen. Funde
ing increase will continue for each year until
four years are fully funded.

SQUTH CAROLINA: Full cemputerization of the
applicant's records was achieved. 1978-79
independent students have their nead determined
on a dependent model, i.e., a restrictive cecst
oT education budget is used with family contri-
bution calculated the same as for dependent

profit institutions eligible to participate in students.
Tederal student assistance pregrams. TEMNESSEE: Increased funding.
MICHIGAN: Combined application/financial TeXAS: Studant affirmation signed at time of

statement; updated on line communications
system; delayed freshman awards by two weeks;
revised monitoring procedures; revised
citizenship requirements to include refugees.
Autcmated follow-up for missing application

grant disbursement is monitored for return to
control disbursement date and/or cancellation of
warrant.

VERMONT: Funding of the Vermont private college
tuttion differential grant - awards up %0 an

data. . ] additional 31,000 to Vermont students attending
MINNESOTA: Students who will be in their an independent Yermont college or university

secong year of post-secondary and who did depending on cost.

not yecgiye_awards for their first year may YIRGINIA: Range of awards increased from 3200
submit initial applications for the grant To $800. Also, anticpated BEOG and other

program.
MISSOURI: New data processing system.
MGNTANA; Increased maximum grant from S$300

expected state assistance (i.e. TAGLP) taken into
account in determining a student's need and,
therefore, eligibility to receive an award.

"to_S600, o WASHINGTON: The amount of the grant was
NEBRASKA: The institutional allocation increased from 3480 to S510 per student per year.

formula has changed. In addition, a few
proprietary institutions have elected to
participate in the 1978-79 SSIG program.
NEW JERSEY: Far-reaching changes have been
brought about by new legislation which
enlarged and consolidated old programs. .
BEOG eligibility is combined with State -
eligibility as an entitlement. A single

application and need analysis system is

used in all programs.

NEW MEXICO: The new Ostsopathic Medical

Student Loan Program will be making loans

for the first time during 1977-73.

No other major changes.

WEST VIRGINIA: BEOG eligibiiity index taken from
the CSS Financial Aid Form, therefore, funds are
expected even though applicant may not have
applied for Basic Grant.



‘eligibility as an entitlement.

SIGNIFICANT CHANGES IN PROGRAM(S) OR OPERATIONS PLANNED FOR 1978-79 AWARD YEAR: "

ALABAMA: In August, 1978, the Alabama legis-
Jature passed a law establishing a non-need
based Alabama Student Grant Program. If
proven legal in the courts, this will estab-
1ish grants up to $600 for Alabama residents
attending Alabama non-profit independent
colleges and universities.

ARKANSAS: We will aceept applications from
schools who were previously not eligible for
the program.

CALIFORNIA: New Guaranteed Student Loan
Program.

COLORADQ: Seeking to develop a guaranteed
loan program.

DELAWARE: Transfer of administrative res-

ponsibility.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: Adequate full-time
permanent statf will be employed.

FLORIDA: 1.) Multiple data entry approach.
2.) rlorida statute change that extended
eligibility to additional institutions plus
changed award maximums.

GEORGIA: 1.) Increased state funding;

2.) Earlier distribution date of GIS appli-
cations; 3.) Earlier deadline for submis-
sion of applications.

KENTUCKY: Direct mailing of applications to
state grant renewal candidates and to all
high school seniors; eligibility of AFDC
recipients for maximum grant.

MAINE: From STEP which is decentralized to
Maine Student Incentive Scholarship Program
which is a cantralized program. '

MARYLAND: Two new programs in operation
and one is our first "merit-no need"
program. _

MICHIGAN: SSIG-EDP selection and attendant
programs.

NEBRASKA: Institutional reporting proce-

dures for the SSIG program and continued
development of the Nebraska State Scholar-
ship Program. :
NEW JERSEY: Far-reaching changes have been
brought about by new legislation which
enlarged and consolidated old programs.
BEOG eligibility is combined with State

A single
application and need analysis system is
used in all programs. , :

NEW MEXICO: New Osteopathic Medical Student
Loan Program. :

NEW YORK: Implementation of new computer
system.

NORTH CAROLINA: (1. Schools were notified
before student recipients with requests for
adjustments to be made before award was

announced to student, _This reduced con-
siderably the number of adjustments required
by "aid package" with campus assistance.

NORTH DAKOTA: A1l non-profits eligible.
QREGON: 1.) Expansion of the Need Grant
program to include families up to $20,000
annual income (typical family of 2 parents
and 2 children); 2.) New medical/dental loan
program; 3.) Collection of financial aid
packages received by students at institutions
throughout the state; 4.) Research into
development of an agency operated NDSL bill-
ing and collection service.

PENNSYLVANIA: Requested legislative author-
ity to move beginning award annoucement date
from May 1 to March 1 to better coordinate
with BEOG and institutional admissions and
financial aid decisions. Continue effort to
increase Tegislated maximum award and admin-
instratively imposed maximum income level to
better promote freedom of choice and help
families not aided by BEOQG.

RHODE ISLAND: New program (scholarship and
grant) are replacing all old programs on a
one year at a time phase-out basis. Program
is funded on formula of 10% of high school
seniors enrolied times $1,000. Resultant
funding is approximately three times former
funding for freshmen. Funding increase will
continue for each year until four years are
fully funded.

SOUTH CAROLINA: Computer edit to determine

it applicant qualifies and meets program
regulations rather than visual review pro-
cess.

VERMONT: 1.) Establish educational infor-
mation centers; 2.) Improve corporation
efforts in the areas of outreach and devel-
opment; 3.) Study feasibility of funding
part-time students; 4.) Study feasibility of
statewide work-study program.

WEST VIRGINIA: Elimination of a separate
application form. The CSS Financial Aid
Form will serve as application form. This
became possible through the addition of
certain questions to the FAF form.

VIRGIN ISLANDS: Closer working relations
with other scholarship granting groups with
a view toward having all scholarships under
one umbrella or handled by the Board of
Education. Some of the scholarships have
already been brought under the Board's
Jurisdiction. :




HAVE THE NATICMAL TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATICNS OR UNIFORM METHOCOLOGY, SIMPLIFIED APPLICATION

PROCEDURES, QR CCORDIMATED CALENDAR HAD ANY IMPACT ON THE AGENCY'S DECISIONS FOR TH

AND/OR 1979/80 AWARD YEARS?

ALABAMA: No.

ALASKE: Mo.

ARIZONA: Mot applicable.

ARKEMSAS: VYes, the Arkansas State Schol-

arsnip Program will join rhw colleses and
universities in the state in using a com~
mon application for student aid. The ACT
Eﬁsﬂggg Student Data form will be used.
! 0: “e use Uniform '‘ethodoioaqy.
lelECI LC"T \(O
“'Lhwlﬁ No.
SISTRYET QF COLUMBTL: Mo,

LORIDA: Yes, 1l.) Cur use of the uni-
Torm mathodoloay by acceptance of both ACT
(FFS) and £SS (FAF) forms. 2.) Participa<
+ion in the multiple data entry apolica-
tion aporoach.

IE0RGIA:  Yes, 1878-7% agency combined i4s
Zrant % Schoiarship Prcorams 4o cne apoli-
cation form,
HAYAII: Mo.

IDEFN:  Yes, ldaho has adopted a2 cormon
acplication form in sonjunction with Col-
Tege Scholar Servicz Family Finaneial form.
ILLINCIS: VYes, 1.) Considering Basic Grant
A ——— . . ]
as a tirst resource. 2.) Providing insti-
tutions with calculation results of Uniform
“ethodoloagy as USCE anoroved ficure to
zward campus-based federal dollars.

ICYWA: ICAC requires students and their
Tamilies to comolete only one form. For
the 1978-30 award year either the Family
Financial Statesment or the Financial Aid
ferm will serve as the single Iowa Student
Aid Aoplication Form.

(‘U(QAS Ne.
.“”ISTAH do.
SAINE: Ue are using 7AF for financial data,

USinc FAF ‘or application and coordinating
the calendar.
HMARYLAND: No. EIxcent that we like the
current simolified procedures of our form
(FAF) covaring 211 sources of aid.
MASSACHUSETTS: VYes. ‘'le moved o one form-
‘assacﬁuseuts overorintad Financial Aid
-o*n for 1872272, and 21imirated our seper-
ate acn11cat1on .
HICHIGAN: Apolication combined with fin-
ARG AT odad MNat 3 ~
anciat statement. Ceiay in pre-freshman
awards by two we=ks. ‘love accurate finan-
cial datz due %o Tater filine. Uniform
methedolcgy seems to be more 1iberal.
MINNESOTA: 1973-79 academic year Minne-
spta State Scholarship and Grant-in-Aid
Programs application was combined with the
Family financial Statement, thereby elim-
inating one form which the applicant pre-
viously had to submit.
MISSISSIPPI: Mo.
M1SSOURT: Yes, wa use uniferm methodology.
MONTANA: Wo.
NEBRASKA: Yo,
TEVADA: No.
NEW HAMPSHIRE: Mo.
MEW JERSZY: Yes. The Uniform Methodology
is used to determine rneed in all programs.
A single application and the coordinated
calendar have been adopted. ilew Jersey is
a2 BE0G processor.
MEW MEXICO: Mo.

E 1978/79
NEW YORK: Mo.
WﬁﬁTF CARDLINA: 1.) ‘e have adopted the

unitorn 55??33blooy 2.) e have adopted
a Cormon Form {FAF or FFS) in lieu of an
Agency seperate aoplication effective for
1878-72 crocessing year.
NORTH DAKOTA: For 1979.3C, multipnle data
entry shculd make required BEDG easier to
implament.
OHIC: Our acency is still reviewing the
various alterratives. At this point, the
most desirable approach is for the state
to continue with the Easis EGrants Prgeram
as a M D I participant. Thus, students
would complete the state application for
state programs and tha Basis Grants Pro-
grar and the FAF or FFS for campus tased
unds.
CKLAKCMA: lo,
EPFPEJ £Elimination of stata acolication
Form znd most instituticnal apolication
forms, resultine in exclusive use cf FAF
for State, instituticnal and federal pro-
arars elietbility.
PEMNMSYLYA!IA: Implemented a no charge
sirg?e apolication to serve the Agency as
a 220G Multinle Data Zntry contractor for
residents and rcermit independent calcula-
tions of BEDG, State Grant and Uniform
¥ethodolony. Colleces with remote terminals
given the opportunity %o abandom nhard -opy
racer flcw, calculate financial need after
SECG and State Grant determinations and
cackace unmet reed according to institution-
ai noiicy parameters within availabel re-
sourcas hy ledcer acecounts. PHEXA is using
data to evaluate changing its need analysis
system to Uniform Methodeciogy. Accept a2p-
tlications, transéribe data and forward to
20G central processor free for non-residents
attending a Pennsylivania institution.
HODE TSLAND: Recommendations have been in-
ciuded in our oroccedures.
SOUTH CAROLINA: No.
lorineoobs: iNn-1979-80 the TSAA zpplicatien
wiT] te a Tennessee Family Financial State-
ment (ACT) OR Tennesses Financial Aid Form
{css).
TEXAS: Uniform “ethodolocy used:
rdinated calendar %o sore extant.
YERMONT: Multiple datz entry has produced
one needs analvsis form for BECG, State
arants, and Institutional Aid.
VIPGINIA:
Tor torm”, . N
VASHINGTOM: Mo, all changes in the State
Teed arant Program were made to confrom to
the Uniform Methodology in previous years.
YEST VIRGINIA: For 1570-30, Grant Program
will basically rely on information recoried
on the Financial Aid Form (FAF), Seperate
Grant Program application form wi11 be elim-
inated.
HISCONSIN:
Wisconsin.

also co-

Yes, beina fully implemented in

58.

Yes, the agency now uses the "com-
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WHAT ARE THE BIGGEST UNRESOLVED PHILOSOPHIC ISSUES YOU NOW FACE IN YOUR STATE STUDENT AID PROGRAMS?

ALABAMA: The significant variation in institu-
Tional] budgets. Documenting need for additional
funds. Should there be a minimum family contri-
bution? Centralized or decentralized awarding?
If decentralized, funds aliocation?

ALASKA: None

ARIZCNA: We must still convince our state
Tegisiators that there is sufficient unmet need
in Arizona schools which should be met by 2
grant program.

ARKANSAS: The long-range effect of the inclu-
sion of all public and private non-orofit
institutions of higher education in the program
and the monetary needs for an expanded program.
COLORADO: Appropriate packaging.

CONNECTICUT: Portability, type of academic
screening for the State Scholarship Program.
DELAWARE: None-

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: Should the program con-
tinue to ooparate without regard to relative
need?

FLORIDA:  The selection of grant recipients on
tne basis of relative need. (Many Teel they
should be selected on the basis of absoiute
need.! Equaiization in the awarding of all
grant funds. Extensicn of eligibility to all
non-profit institutions accredited by COPA.
GEORGIA: Obtaining adequate state funding for
a program of this type in light of the BEQG
Program. The inadequate Federal SSIG funding
level. Increased Federal doilars will generate
more State dollars and thereby help override
Tocal philosophic (political) objections to
increased funding at the state level.

ILLINOIS: Aid before tuition and fees, when
and 17 to assist proprietary (for profit)
institutions.

IOWA: ICAC does not believe the self-support-
ing student model developed as part of the
uyniform methodology is reasonable. Haw can
astablished families who choose to or are
forced to return to school be given reasonable
consideration for financial assistance?

KANSAS: Primarily two - both concerning the
philosphy of need calculation: 1) emancipated,
self-supporting, non-traditional student; 2)
expected contribution from net assets as it
relates to farm operating particularly during
ow farm prices, or return on investments.
KENTUCKY: Verification of data; inclusion of
non-1iquid assets in need analysis treatment of
independent students.

LOUISIANA: One issue would be the continued
demand of students with no apparent family
financial resources, for attendance at high
cost exclusive private schools, when lower

cost schools are available.

MAINE: None

MARVLAND: % of need to be met by State grants
as application group expands and total state
need by students reaches -peak.

MASSACHUSETTS: The need to go to relative need
and to reflect total resources, including BEQG,
and total cost. Not really philosophic; but
the need to triple program funding to respond to
demand - now almost 100,000 applications.
MICHIGAN: Eligibility of proorietary schools;
reciprocity with other States.

MINNESOTA: The appropriate amount of self-help,
in general, and student loan in specific.
MISSISSIPPL: Consumer information

MISSOURI: Does need-based aid contribute to the
decline of Western civilization?

MONTANA: Proprietary schools; transport-

ability to provide more assistance to

middle income student and rising costs in
higher education.
NEBRASKA: The State of Nebraska's commit-

ment to postsecondary education through

student financial aid, "“need based" pro-
grams, this includes the issue of public
aid to private institutions/students.

NEW MEXICO: The major question in the New
Mexico program is the passible loss of
state funding. If certain federal regula-
tioMs require program alterations that
would be unconstitutional in this state
(example, portability).

NORTH CAROLINA: The "biggest unresolved
philosophic issue" which remains unanswered
in North Carolina's student assistance pro-

-grams and, indeed, is fundamentally

unresolved in all student assistance debate
is the inability of these systems to deal
with inequity; the prcblem of assuring that
families undertake adequate steps of finan-
cial planning for postsecondary education
during the early childhood years. We seem
unable to appropriately solve the problem
of eventually subsiding & "maximum expendi-
ture life-style." The systems tend to
reward those who have chosen to follow such
a2 lifestyle and to penalize those who have
chosen voluntarily more conservative fiscal
practices. The family that has set aside

a portion of previous earnings for the
college years is told that they do not
qualify because they have adequate
resources immediately avaiiable. On the
other hand, the family which has done noth-
ing to save for the college years receives
a subsidy in some form of student aid and
is thusly rewarded for lack of planning and
unsound personal financial management.
NORTH DAKOTA: State tax credit legislation
Will be introduced in 1979 session.

QHIO: The alternative to pursue in the
common application area. Continued parti-
cipation in the SSIG program.

OREGON: Those issues concern assistance

to part-time students, proprietary students
and those Qregon residents attending schools
outside the state (portability). None of
thesa groups are now being served by the
agency.

PENNSYLVANIA: Getting the Legislature and
Education officials to estabiisn the rela-
tive priority to be assigned Direct Insti-
tutional (subsidy) Aid vs. Student Aid as
the most viable mechanism for disbursing
available tax dollars for higher education.
Conversion of the policy makers from a need
analysis geared to state objectives for
state funds to state expenditures basad on
the Uniform Methodology determination of
eligibility and objectives which encompass
a State/Federal/Institutional partnership
in funding postsecondary education. Re-
trenchment in the historical policy of
student choice and full portability of
State Grants. Continued dedication of
large state sums to acaquire minimum Federal
Matching Funds coupled with rederal policy
not compatible with State policy objectives
WISCOMSIN:  Calendar, definition of
Tndependent student.

GUAM: None




COMMENTS THAT INDIVIDUAL STATES DESIRED TO MAKE WHICH WOULD ALLOW THE READER A
SETTER UNDERSTANDING OF THE AGENCY

ALABAMA: For the first time in three years the
Alabama tegislature has appropriated sufficient
funds to fully match all available SSIG funds.
ARIZONA: Ours is a decentralized program in
which need evaluation, aid packaging, and SSIG
award recommendations are all done by the insti-
tution financial aid office. The Commission has
overall administrative responsibility and retains
approval authority for each grant.

ARKANSAS: We are faced with extending program
eTigibility to juniors and seniors and/or raising
the maximum award amount. These fTactors coupied
with our decision to support a commeon application
for aid, should make our applicant pool increase
more rapidly than funding can be obtained. e
are presently examining the commitment our state
will have to make to serve all potentially
eligible students in the program. ’
COLORADD: Colorado uses a decentralizaed admin-
istrative system. . .

DELAWARE: Due.to transter of administrative res-
ronsibiiity, there will be some administrative
changes in aaplication processing, etc., wnich
have not yet been established.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: Funds are awarded on a
Tirst come first served basis, and since the
need of the applicants always exceeds available
funds, only continuations and very early

initial applicants can be assured of receiving
funds.

FLORIDA: £E1igibility for the Florida student
Assistant Grant has been extended to all Florida
colleges, universities, and hospital schools of
nursing accredited by a member of the Council
on-Postsecondary Accreditation or any Florida
institution whose credits are transferablie to a
state university.

GEORGIA: Larger federal appropriation needed
For 5SSl program.

LOUISIANA: Although Louisiana was allocated
3864,71% in faderal matching funds for 1978-

79, the Legislature funded the program with

only $300,000 in state matching funds.

MAINE: We are changing from State Tuition
Tqualization Program (STEP) which funded only
students at non-public schools to a compre-
hensive program. We are phasing in the

program by funding only Freshmen and STEP
returnees the first year.

MICHIGAN: We hope to implement computer
generated award adjustment lettars.

MISSISSIPPI: Mississippi administers the

SSIG Program through the decentralized system,
thus awards are made through the participating
institution and information is furnished this
office hy the financial aid officers of the
participating institutions.

NEBRASKA: The State of Nebraska has a
decentralized system of awarding the SSIG

grant funds. Allocations are made to the
postsecondary institutions and awards are made
through those institutions after approval by

the agency. The grant is matched by institu-
tional funds. In reference to appropriations,

a lump sum State General Fund appropriation is
made to the agency with no dollars designated
for the purpose of SSIG Administration. Per-
sonal services, operating expenses, travel and
capital outlays for the program are absorbed

in the State General Fund appropriation as

well as in other Federal Fund administrative
dollars.

NEVADA: Has completed its first year of SSIG
operation under an alternative state matching
situation. The State Legislature will again

" be asked to fund this program when it meets

in early 1879. (The 1975 and 1977 State
Legislature denied such funds.)

NEW JERSEY: Student Assistance Board will
review program policy on independent students
and the extension of aid to more middle~
income students.

NEW MEXICO: Operates a decentralized incen-
tive grant program which processes much of
the day-to-day administrative burden on the
postsecondary institutions throughout the
state. The questionnaire seems to be
directed toward centralized state agencies
and, therefore, gives an incomplete, if not
confusing, picture of a decentralized program
such as we have in this stata. I might
suggest that in the future since there are
more decentralized types of programs in the
country that the questionnaire be alterad to
take such programs into account.

CREGON: During 1978-79 the Commission will
administer the Tuition Offset Grant program,
which 1s an extension of the Need Grant
program. The intent of the program is to
provide grants to financially needy students
to offset increases in tuition and fees
occuring in public four-year institutions
since the base year 1977-78. Grants may not
exceed 3100 and are awarded in combination
with Need Grants or singly, if the student is
not eligible for a Need Grant.

PENNSYLVANIA: Hardest problem continues to
be redirection of BEDG offsét monies into
meaningful State Grants. State Grant Program
funding Tevel has been stagnated for five
years causing increased dependence on Federal
BEQG and SSIG funding growth to maintain
state policy of a viable public/private syster
of higher education in the face of increasing
educational costs, an inflationary economy
and a declining college age population.

RHODE ISLAND: Former state scholarship
program under Department of Education and
guaranteed loan program as private corpora-
tions have been combined under newly created
authority for the first time in 1978-7S.
TEXAS: OQur grant programs have a high degree
of administrative rarticipation by the educa-
tional institutions.

VERMONT: IN FY79 we received $725,000 (21%)
increase in our appropriation which allowed
us to increase our maximum incentive grant by
$300 to $1900, plus fund the Vermont private
college tuition differential grant at a max-
jmum Tevel of $1000, depending on costs.
WASHINGTON: The State Need Grant Program
process 1s as follows: Institutions review
a1l FAF/CSS forms and financial aid applica-
tions submitted to them to determine student
eligibility such as state residency, class
standing and determined need. Nomination of
eligible students are made to the Council.
Certain checks are made on the nominations
and if approved, warrants are drawn and sent
to the institutions, or funds are advanced t¢
certain schools. Student must sign these
warrants as well as a Conditions of Award
Statement.
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1978-79 NASSGP DIRECTORY

ALABAMA
Alabama Commission on Higher Education
Suite 221, One Court Square
Montgomery, Alabama 36104

Tel: 205-832-6555

Dr. John F. Porter, Jr.

Executive Director

Tom A. Roberson

Assistant Director

Student Assistance Programs

ALASKA
Alaska Commission on Post-Secondary
Education
Division of Student Loans
Pouch F
Juneau, Alaska 99811
Tel: 907-465-2962
Kerry Romesburg
Executive Director
Paul Gulyas
Assistant Director
Mary Ann Isturis
Administrator
ARIZONA
Arizona Commission for Post-Secondary
Education
Room 115, 1650 W. Alameda Drive
Tempe, Arizona 85282
Tel: 602-271-3109
Dr. Richard R. Erbschice
Executive Director
Robert A. Bowman
Assistant Director

ARKANSAS
Department of Higher Education
1301 West Seventh Street
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201
Tel: 501-371-1441
371-1290
Dr. M. 01in Cook
Director
Or. Tom Spencer
Assoc Dir. Comm. Colleges
Estella M. Williams
Coordinator of Student Aid
Elizabeth W. Taylor
Student Aid Analyst

CALIFORNIA
California Student Aid Commission
1410 Fifth Street
Sacramento, California 95814
. Tel: 916-445-0880
Arthur S. Marmaduke
Director
Dortha L. Morrison
Deputy Director
Peter D. Prentiss
Scholarship Program Supervisor
Albert Salgado
College Opportunity Grant
Program Supervisor
David Kupper
Occupational Education & Train-
ing-Grant Program Supervisor
Carl Nelson
Graduate Fellowship
Program Supervisor
Dennis Beaman
Special Programs Supervisor

COLORADD
Colorado Commission on Higher Education
1550 Lincoln Street-Room 210
Denver, Colorado 80203
Tel: 303-839-2723
Dr. Lee Kerschner
Executive Director
Lindsay Baldner
Director-Student Services
Jack Armstrong
Business Manager

CONNECTICUT .
goard ot Higher Education for the State

Student Financial Assistance Commission
P. 0. Box 1320
Hartford, Connecticut 06101
Tel: 203-566-~2618
Dr. Remeo J. Bernier
Adm.-Student Financial Assistance
John J. Siegrist
Financial Aid Qfficer
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DELAWARE

Delaware Post-Secondary Education Commission

800 Delaware Avenue
Wilmington, Delaware 19801
Tel: 302-571-3240
Dr. John Corrozi

Director

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
State Education Services Division -
Office of State Agency Affairs
0.C. Dept of Human Resources
1329 East Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004
Tel: 202-727-3685
Eloise S. Turner
Chief State Education Ser. Division

FLORIDA
Florida.Student Financial Asst. Commission
Knott Building
Tallahassee, Florida 32304
Tel: 904-487-1800
Ernest E. Smith, Jr.
Executive Director
Donald G. Smading
Assoc. Executive Director
Jensen Audioun
Adm Fiscal Operations
Blair Shuford
Adm. Program Operations
Robert Minnick
Director Lender Relations
Valaree Ailen
Coordinator of Claims/
Collection Unit
Jeanette Henshaw
Coordinator Accounting Unit
Mary Willis
Coordinator Scholarships/
Grants Unit

GEQRGIA

Georgia Higher Education Assistance Authority

9 LaVista Perimeter Park-Suite 110
2187 Northlake Parkway
Tucker, Georgia 30084
Tel: 404-393-7108
Don Payton
Executive Director
Robert G. McCants
Dir.-Student Services Division
Ruth McAdams
Supvr.-Scholarship & Grants Section
Ralph Roberts
Dir.-Fiscal Affairs Division
Ron Lauver
Dir.-Systems Operation Division

HAWAT I
State Post-Secondary Education Commission
Bachman Hall-University of Hawaii
2444 Dole Street _
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
Tel: 808-948-6862
Nils K. Ueki
Executive Director
Fujio Matsuda
Administrative Officer

IDAHO
Office of the State Board of Education
650 West State Street
Len B. Jordan Building-Room 307
Boise, Idaho 83720
Tel: 208-384-2270
Milton Small
Executive Director g
Delia McManus
Fiscal-Scholarship-Personnel 0fficer

ILLINQIS
IT1inois State Scholarship Commission
102 Wilmot Road
Deerfield, I11inois 60015
Tel: 312-948-8500
Dr. Joseph D. Boyd
Executive Director
Ralph Godzicki
Assistant Executive Director
Director of State Student Grant Prog.
Carol Wennerdahl
Assistant Executive Director
Director of State Student Grant Prog.
James Eanes
Director of Services to
Post-Secondary Institutions
WiTlliam Hilton
Director of O0ffice of Information
Services
Sybil Francis
Assistant to Executive Director-
Research and Planning

INDIANA
State Student Assistance Commission
of Indiana
219 North Senate Avenue
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202

Tel: 317-633-7686

James E. Sunday

Executive Director

Mary Aikins Currie

State Auditor



IOWA
Iowa College Aid Commission
201 Jewett Bldg, Ninth & Grand
Des Moines, IA 50309
Tel: 515-281-3501
Willis Ann Wolff
Executive Director
Gary W. Nichols
Director,Student Aid Programs
Betty J. Johnson
Administrative Assistant
Charles W. Irvin, Jdr.
Administrative Assistant

KANSAS
Board of Regents-State of Kansas
Student Assistance Section
i100 Merchants Mational Bank
Topeka, Xansas 66612

Tel: 913-296-3517

Gerald R. Bergen

Student Assistance Officer

KENTUCKY

Kentucky Higher Education Assistance Author1ty

691 Teton Trail
Frankfort Kentucky 40601
Tel: 502-564-7990
Paul P. Borden
txecutive Director
Marleen B. Ingle
Deputy Director for Grants .

LOUISIANA

Governor's Special Commission

on Education Services

P. 0. Box 44127

Capitoi Station

Baton Rouge, LA 70804
Tel: 504-342-6877
Richard W. Petrie
Director
Billie R. Ritter
Fiscal Officer
V. Terry Dennis
Prcgram Director

MAINE
Division of Higher Education Services
Dept. of Education and Cultural Services
Education Building

- Augusta, Maine 04333

Tel: 207-289-2541

Harold M. Grodinsky

Coordinator, Financial Aid Programs

Fred A. Douglas

Director, Higher Education Services
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MARYLAND
MaryTand State Scholarship Board
2100 Guilford Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21218
Tel: 301-383-4085
Or. H. Kenneth Shook
Executive Director
Caryn Coyle
Assistant Executive Director

MASSACHUSETTS
Massachusetts Board of Higher Education
Room 632, Park Square B3ldg.
Boston, MA 02116
Tel: 617-727-5366
Edward C. McGuire
Chancellor
Graham R. Taylor
Vice Chancellor for Student Affairs
Conrad L. Kohler
Scholarship Officer
Renda Johnson
Staff Associate for Scholarship Prog

MICHIGAN

| Michigan Higher Education Assistance

Authority
P. 0. Box 30008
Lansing, MI 48909
Tel: 517-373-3394
Ronald J. Jursa
Executive Director
Aaron C. Hall
Supervisor, Scholarships/Grants
D. Lea Paterson
Supervisor, Support Services

MINNESQOTA
Minnesota Higher Education Coord1nat1ng
Board
Division of Financial Aid
901 Capitol Square B1dg-550 Cedar St
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101
Tel: 612-296-5715
Kenneth R. Ostberg
Director, Div. of Financial Aid
Margaret L. Dean
Manager, Scholarships & Grants
Phillip Miller
Manager, Self-Help Programs
Deborah Reckinger
Manager, Programs & Systems
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MISSISSIPPI

3overnor's Office of Job Development

and Training

?. 0. Box 22808

Jackson, Mississippi 39205
Tel: 601-354-7676
Jamie W. Howell, Sr.
Executive Director
Hilda Bowden
Administrative Assistant
Damian Mercier
Director, Fiscal Aftairs
and Management Information

MISSOURI '
Department of Higher Education
1130 Zast Elm
Jefferson City, MO 63107
Tel: 314-731-3940
Richard C. Stillwagon
Director of Student Financial Asst
Steven H. Dougherty ’
Associate Director
David L. Brand:
Associate Direcior
Donna W. 3onney
Grant Coordinator

MONTANA
commission of Higher Education
33 South Last Chance Gulch
delena, Montana 59601
Tel: 406-449-3024
Yilliam J. Lannan
Director, Special Programs

NEBRASKA
Nebraska Coordinating Commission
“or Post-Secondary Ecucation
301 Cantennial Mali Sout
P. 0. Box 958005
Lincoln, NE 68509
Tel: 402-471-2847
Kathryn E. Hayes
Administrative Assistant

NEVADA
Chancallor's Office
405 Marsh Avenue
Reno, Nevada 895Q9
Tel: 702-784-4901
Donald H. Baepler
Chancellor
Mary Lou Moser
Budget & Research Analyst

NEW HAMPSHIRE

N. H. Post-Secondary Education
66 South St
Concord, N. H. 03301
Tel: 603-271-2555
James A. Busselle
Executive Director
Ronald Wilson ,
Asst. to the Executive Director

NEW JERSEY

Qffice of Student Assistance

Dept. of Higher Education

225 West State St

Trenton, New Jersey 08625
Tel: 605-292-3770
Dr. Haskell Rhett -
Assistant Chancellor Tor Student
Assistance and Special Programs
Dr. Gordon Van de Water
Director, Office of Special Programs
Dr. Elizabeth L. ghart
Director, Garden State Scholarship
and Graduate Fellowsnip Programs
William Nester
Director, Higher Education
Assistance Authority
Hubert A. Thomas
Director, Tuition Aid Grant Program
Frederick D. Wilkes
Director, Educational Opportunity Fund
John Clark
Director, Informaticon Systems

NEW MEXICO

Board of Educational Finance-Commissicn

on Pgst-Secondary Zducatiaon
Legislative-Executive Building
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87303

Tel: 505-827-2115

Thomas E. Wilson

Planner Director

Lou Holmes

Fiscal Officer



NEW YORK
New York State Higher Education
Services Corporation
Tower Building
Empire State Plaza
Albany, New York 12255
Tel: 518-474-5592
Eileen D. Dickinson
President
Michael 0'Shea
Executive Vice President
Michael P. Cruskie
Vice President
Peter Keitel
Vice President
Lawrence 0'Toole
Counsel
Francis Hynes
Director of Administration

NORTH CAROLINA

North Carolina State Education

Assistance Authority

Box 2688

Chapel! Hi11, NC 27514
Tel: ©819-549-8614
Stan C. Broadway
Executive Director
Charles F. George, Jr.
Associate Director

NORTH DAKOTA
North Dakota Student Financial
Assistance Agency
Tenth Floor, Capitol Bldg
Bismarck, ND £8505

Tel: 701-224-2960

Clark J. Wold

Director

QHI0
Ohio Board of Regents
Student Assistance Qffice
30 East Broad St
Columbus, Ohio 43215
Tel: 614-466-7420
William Coulter
Acting Chancellor
Charles W. Seward, III
Director
T. Rudd
Assistant Director
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OKLAHOMA
OkTahoma State Regents for
Higher Education '
500 Education Building
State Capitol Complex
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105
Tel: 405-521-2444
Walter M. Williams
Loan Officer
Mark Winters
Assistant Loan Officer
Laura Silkwood
Assistant Loan Officer
Shiela Joyner
Administrative Secretary
John Coffay
Collections Officer

OREGON

State Scholarship Commission

1445 Willamette Street
Eugene, Oregon 97401

Tel: 503-686-4166

Jeff Lee

Executive Director

Gary Weeks

Deputy Director

Tom Turner

Director, Special Services

James Renton

Director, Loan Programs

Floyd Bard

Director, Grant Programs

PENNSYLVANIA

Pennsylvania Higher tducation
Assistance Agency
Towne House
Harrisburg, PA 17102
Tel: 717-787-1937
Kenneth R. Reeher
Executive Director
Thomas R. Fabian
Executive Deputy Director
Gary D. Smith
Deputy Director, Grants
Samuel J. Johnson
Deputy Director, Federal &
Special Affairs ’
Jemes L. McKelvey
Special Assistant for Plans
Earl R. Fielder
Director, Research and Statistics
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RHODE ISLAND

Rhode Island Higher Education

Assistance Authority

274 Weybosset Street

Providence, Rhode Island 02903
Tel: 401-277-2050
John E. Madigan
Executive Director
Anthony Ferraro
Assistant Director
Marilyn Horman
Assistance Director

SOUTH CAROLINA
South Carolina Tuition Grants Agency
411 Keenan Building
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
Tel: 803-758-7070
R. Laine Ligon
Director

SOUTH DAKOTA

Office of the Secretary

Department of Education and

Cultural Affairs

Kneip Building

Pierre, South Dakota 57501
Tel: 605-773-3134
(vacant) Secretary & Adm. Assistant
Roxie Thielen
Clerical Secretary
Leonard Eichacker
Committee Chairman

TENNESSEE
Tennessee Student Assistance Corp.
707 Main Street
Nashville, Tennessee 37206
Tel: 615-741-1346
Kenneth Barber
Executive Director
Howard T. Wall
Assistant Director

TEXAS
Coordinating Board, Texas College and
University System
P.0. Box 12788, Capitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711 :

Tel: 512-475-4147

Mark C. Adams

Head, Student Services Div.

Jane Innis

Director, Grant Programs

UTAH

_ Utah System of Higher Education

807 East South Temple-Suite 204
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102
. Tel: 801-533-5617
Dr. Terrel H. Bell
Commissioner
Dr. Harden R. Eyring
Assistant Commission
Director of Planning
Dr. Howard C. Nielson
Associate Commissioner of Finance

VERMONT
Vermont Student Assistance Corp.
Five Burlington Square
Burlington, Vermont 05401
Tel: 802-658-4530
Ronald Iverson
Executive Director
Donald Vickers ,
Assistant to the Executive Director
Donald Bernier
Director, Grant Program
Jean Phillips
Director, Loan Program
Herbert Kingsland
Controller
Tim Wick
Director, Talent Search Program

VIRGINIA
State Council of Higher Education for
Virginia
700 Fidelity Bldg-9th and Main Streets
Richmond, VA 23219
Tel: 804-786-2143
Dr. Gordon K. Davies
Director
Barry M. Dorsey
Assistant Director
Dr. Sharon H. Bob
Coordinator-Financial Aid Programs

WASHINGTON
Council for Post-Secondary Education
908 East 5th Avenue
Olympia, Washington 98504
Tel: 206-753-3571
C. Gail Norris
Executive Coordinator
Carl C. Donovan
Deputy Coordinator
Linda LaMar
Director, Program Development
Lewis E. Dibble
Director, Internal Operations



WEST VIRGINIA
West Virginia Higher Education
Grant Program
West Virginia Board of Regents
950 Kanawha Blvd East
Charleston, WV 25301
Tel: 304-348-0112
John F. Thralls
Director of Student Services
Robert E. Long
Grant Program Coordinator
Betty L. MacQueen
Grant Program Administrator

WISCONSIN

State of Wisconsin Higher Educational Aids

Board
150 East Kilman Street
Madison, WI 53702
Tel: 608-266-2879
James A. Jung
Executive Secretary
Richard H. Johnston
Adm. Div. of Student Support
Donovan K. Fowler
Assistant Div. Admin.

WYOMING
Community College Commission
1720 Carey Avenue, Boyd Building
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002
Tel: 307-777-7763
(vacant) Executive Director and
Fiscal Officer

AMERICAN SAMOA
Department of Education
Government of American Samoa
Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
Tel: (overseas) 633-4256
Mere T. Betham
Director of Education
Joseph H. Qakey
Federal Grants Coordinator
and Administrator
Sili M. Atuatasi
Program O0fficial

GUAM
Student Financial Assistance Office,
University of Guam
P.0. Box EK
Agana, Guam 96910
Tel: 734-9256
Franklin S. Cruz, Director
Vicki C. Camacho, Assistant

68.

PUERTO RICO

Council on Higher Education

Box F, U.P.R. Station

Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico 00931
Tel: 809-765-6590 - Ext. 290
Luis E. Gonzalez-Vales
Executive Secretary
Ramon Burgos Diaz
Assistant Executive Secretary
Eduardo Bermudez-Davila
Coordinator, Financial Aid
Andres Medina Pena
Financial Officer

TRUST TERRITORY
Headquarters, Depart of Education
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands
Saipan, Mariana Islands 96950
Tel: (Saipan) 9870
David Ramarui, Director of Education
Harold W. Crouch
Fiscal/Federal Programs Coordinator

COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN
MARIANA ISLANDS ‘
Department of Education
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands
Saipan, Mariana Islands 96950
Tel: (Saipan) 9812, 6183
Isaac M. Calvo
Acting Director of Education
Herman T. Guerrero
Student Assistance Officer
Jesus G. Villagomez
Acting Chief, Finance

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Virgin Islands Dept of Education,
Pupil Personnel Services
P. G. Box 630, Charlotte Amalie
St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 00301
Tel: 809-774-0100
Gwendolyn E. Kean
Commissioner of Education
fario A. Watlington
Chairman, Board of Education
Dr. Renenia A. Gabriel
Director, Pupil Personnel Services
James Qliver
Director, Federal Programs
Patrick N. Williams
Chairman, Scholarship Committee
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