\ &

DOCUMENT RESUHME ‘
ED 118 161 | N JC 760 081
v
AUTHOR Paige, James PF.
TITLE The Estimated Piscal Impact of Extending Resident
- . Tuition and Pee Status to All G. I. Bill veterans.
INSTITUTION Washington State Council for Postsecondary Education,
Olympia.
" PUB DATE ’ Jan 76 ” ’ ’ -
. NOTE 26p. .
r : .
EDRS PRICE MP-$0.83 HC-3$2.06 Plus Postage
DESCRIPTORS Educational Pinance; Junior Colleges; *Nonresident

Students; *Post Secondary Education; *Residence
Requirements; Resident Students; *Student Costs;

™~ Tuition; *Veterans; Veterans Education
IDENTIFIERS G I Bill of Rights; *washington
.ABSTRACT

In January 1975, the Washington State Senate
entertained a bill which would extend the definition of "r:a}dent
student” for tuition and fee purposes to all veterans reced¥ing
benefits under the GL I. Bill of Rights. This report reviews the G.I.
Bill and the financial assistance it provides, and makes an extensive
analysis of the fiscal impact of the passage of this new bill. Tt
conc¢ludes that the bill should not be passed because the substantial
fiscal impact involved cannot be justified; there is no overriding
educational need for such an action,. and residency status can now be
achieved after a one-year period. Significant findings include the
followings: (1) of the 25,000 veterans enrolled in Washington colleges
and universities in fall 1975, only 819 are nonresideants; (2) in the
U. S. as a whole, 3.3 million veterans will participate in. some form
of educational training program in fiscal year 1976--by 1980, this
number will decline to slightly over two million; (3) the number of
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The Honorable Gordon Sandison o T
Chairman T T

Senate Committee on Higher Education
Washington State Senate

409 Legislative Building

Olympia, WA 98504

Dear Senator Sandison:

1]

In response to Senate Resolution 1975-134, please find
enclosed the Council's report "The Estiqgted Fiscal Impact
of Extending Resident Tuition and Fee Status to all G. I.
Bi1l Veterans". \\\

At its January 21, 1976 meeting, the Council toek the

_* following action in response to S.R. 1975-134:

The Council does not recommend the automatic .
extension of residency status to nonresident
veterans as defined in Senate Bill 2316 for the
following reasons: (1) We find that the sub-
stantial fiscal impact involved cannot be
justified; (2) we find no overriding education-
al need for such action and (3) residency status
can now be achieved after a one year period.

If you have any questions concerning the report, or if I may
be of assistance, please let me know.

Patrick M. Callan
Executive Coordinator

PMC:JjJj
cc: Senator Gordon Walgren
Mr. J. A. Bricker

N
Wialter C. Howe; Jr., Chairman 908 East Fifth Street
Patrick M. Callan, Executive Coordinator Olympia, Washington 98504

206 753-2210  SCAN 234-2210




THE ESTIMATED FISCAL IMPACT ’
OF EXTENDING RESIDENT TUITION AND FEE STATUS X
TO ALL G. I. BILL VETERANS ’ /

A /

In January, 1975, Senate Bill 2316 was introduced by Senators Beck, /
Fleming, McDermott, and Walgren. The bill proposed extending the defini-
tion of resident student for tuition and fee purposes to all vetera;: re
ceiving benefits under the G. I. Bill of Rights. Public hearings on Sempte
Bill 2316 were held by the Senate Higher Education Committee and concer
was expressed over the ]ack of firm data on the number of nonresident yet-
erans already receiving‘benefits under the G. I. Bill, the magnitude

the fiscal impact of adopting S. B. 2316, and the effect on and re]atfonship

to existihg student financial aid programs. Z
In an effort to address the concerns raised at the hearings, Senators
Sandison and Walgren introduced a resolution, subsequently adopted Zs S. R.

1975-134, calling on the Council to " ... conduct a review of vetejans
receiving benefits under the G. I. Bill of Rights to determine futére pro-
jections of how many veterans would be eligible for resident stat%é, the
fiscal impact of such extension of benefits, and the re]ationship?to and

effect upyh existing student financial aid programs .... "

Findings

(1) There are‘approximate1y 25,000 veterans enrolled in WashingLon public
colleges and universities as of Fall, 1975. Of this number, 819 are
nonresidents.

(2) In the United States as a whole, 3.3 million veterans will]participate
in some form of educational training program in fiscal Yeay 1976. The
Veterans Administration estimate$ a dec{ine to slightly over 2 million

in 1980.
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(3) The number o¥ &@terans eligible for G. I. Bill benefits is expected to
decline from 9 m5111on in 1976 to 4 million in 1980.

(4) The estimated fiv% year fiscal impact of extend1ng residency to a11
G. I. Bill veterans would be $3,193,764. 7

(5) The effect of extending residency status to all G. I. Bill veterans
%

will have Tittle if any impact on state student financial aid programs.

(6) The Council's past position on tuition and fee exemptions and special
residency classification has been to resist such exemptions, unless it
is clearly demonstrated that the financial needs of the students in-
volved cannot be met through existing financial aid programs or an

overriding educational need exists.

4

Recommendation

At its January 21, 1976 meeting, the -Council for Postsecondary Educa-
tion took the following action: - /
!
"The Council does not recommend the automatic extension of resi-
dency status to nonresident veterans as defined in Senate Bilﬂ
2316 for the following reasons: (1) We find that the substan-
tial fiscal impact involved cannot be justified, (2) we find no

overr1d1ng educational need for such action, and (3) residercy
status can now be achieved after a one year period."

Background
The current G. I. Bill (the Veterans Readjustment Benefits Act of 1966

as amended) is available to veterans who served and military pgrsonne] cur-
" rently on active duty for more than 180 cont1nuous days, any’1§rt of which
occurred after January 31, 1955, and who were released under conditions

other than dishonorable, were discharged for a service connected disabi]-

ity, or continue on active duty. Veterans released from active duty after
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January 31, 1955 have eligibility for I0 years after release or until May

31, 1976, whichever is later. T
/

Qualified pfbdrams of education include vocational, correspondence,
business schools, two- and four-year colleges and universities, professional
schools, and on-the-job training (0JT) programs. The distribution of vet-
erans among the various types of qualified training programs is displayed

, ¢
below: - N i

Type of Training Program

Other
Resident
College Schools 0dJT _ Farm Correspondence
Total U. S. 66.7% 10.2% 6.4% 1.0% 15.7%

Washington 66.6% 9.9% 5.6% - 17.9%

Veterans who W;Sh to attend postsecondary institutions or other quali-
fied programs receive financial assistance. The following table provides

data on the monthly rates of payment to G. I. Bill students.

Payments Per Month

Each
No One Two Additional
Dependents Dependents Dependents Dependent
Full-Time $270 $321 $366 $22
Three-Quarter , 203 240 275 / 17
Half-Time f’ 135 160 182 11
Cooperative - 217 255 289 - 17
Apprenticeship
0JT
1st 6 months 196 220 240 10
2nd 6 months 147 171 191 10
3rd 6 months 98 122 142 10
4th 6 months 49 73 93 10
Correspondence and —
Flight 90 percent of cﬂhhges -- monthly entitlement charge:

$270. W

,




'”may exempt veterans who have exhausted federal benefits from the payment

I Veterans in training at postsecondary institutions on a half-time or
more basis, who need tut: rial assistance may also qualify for tutorial pay-
ments not to exceed $60 a month for a maximum amount of $720 with no reduc-
tion in the basic entitlement. . |

The State of waéhington has several 6rograms to assist veterans in

pursuit of postsecondary education. The state 6011eges and universities !

of general tuition, operating fees andrservice and activity fees. Fifty i
percent waivers %are authorized for such veterans who are nonresidents. /The
law also exempts certain'Veterang and mi]gtary personnel from the paypent

of nonresident fees. These exemptions grant resident status to acgjve duty
personnel currently stationed within the State of Washington and ;3 all
veterans whose final permanent duty station was in the State of-ﬁashington

so long as such veteran is receiving federal vocational or educational

benefits conferred by virtue of his military service. Tﬁe April, 1975

Council staff report, "A Follow-Up Study of Tuitiqﬁ and Fee Comparisons"
provided information on the policies of other stq&es négardini/;téte level 1

benefits for veterans. Appendix 3 contains th%/énfor’ tion from that re- 1
/ﬂ» T

—~—

T
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In addressing the charge contained in Senate Reso]u{ion 1975-134, the
'

Council staff has attempted to determine the number of veterans who are

port.

Review

training under the G. I. Bi11. Information furnished by the Federal Vet-

erans Administration in October, 1975 indicated that 2.7 million vetera

were in training in 1974-75. If current V. A. estimates are correct, the

e

number of trainees has increased or will increase by 28 percent and T~
7
-4-
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proximately 3.3 million veteranms will participate in training.programs
~

ring the current fiscal-ye However, it should be noted that the total_

poo]*n{\ellg;bfe veterans /is declining. As of June 30, 1975, over 9 mil-

lion veterans were e11g4/ie for G. I. Bil1l educational benefits. By.1980,
N

the V. A. projects

~>-
4.4 million; a reduction of over fifty percent.

hat ?Fe\number\gﬁaeljgible veterans will decrease to

- =

Enrollmen information on the number of veterans receiving benefits is
not rout1ne1 reported to the Office oﬁ Prograr’"ﬁann1ng and Eiscal Manage-

ment. In add1t1on, institutions do not separately maintain specific infor-
/

mation, such as class level, for veteran students as a unique categony In

el

order to determine the number of eligible veterans cur;entTy enrolled by

-

resident and nonresident categorfes, the staff theré?gre shrveyedﬁeach pub-

,l?c’?aanl;ear 1nst1tut1on an State. Board fpr Community College Educa-

“4-1/,///// !t1on. Veterans affa1rs off1cers on the

. / . e
give their best estimafe of the number off veterans who expressed an 1neb111ty
, ,

ious campuses were also asked to

| to enrol1 because of thefir nonresident ¢lassification. Contacts with tbe

{ / N .
| institutions revealed that as 02/59}1, 1975, approximately 25,000* G. [}
" Bill veterans were enrolled. (See Tdble I) In addition, campus veteran

LY

representatives estimated that 155 veterans were unable te/g;teﬁﬁ'because

of fhe higher fees charged to non esident- students.

A review of the data shows hat the community colleges enrolle K I3
. / 1 V
largest percent of veterans (72/8%) while the universities enr 3.9
percent and the state colleges 13.3 percent.E Furtherygna1ysis revealed

/ that 5.8 percent of the veterans enrolled in four-yeatr institutions weré
Ve .

1

»

timate. Actual data will pot

.
*The cwumunity college/ portion (73%) is an
be avaiNable until February.
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* nonresident. This'compares with the 8.8 percent nonresident portion of all
public college and university enrollment. This may be-due, at Yeast in — \
part, to the factfthat Washington now extends resident classification to

. /
&11 veterans, regardless of origin, whose final duty station was in the

-

State of Washington. | |
While the language of Senate Bill 2316 would theoretically extend el-

igibility to all G. I. Bill veterars in the United States, it is likely’

that the greaf majority of veterans would tontinue with their existing pro-

grams in their home cannot estimate, however, the number of

veterdns in Washington who might change their program to a " or four-

- year public institutiod‘or how many recently disc;arged veterans might
move to washingtbn'to év§j1 themselves of higher education at resident fee
rates. In addition, the unavqi]abi]ity of certain data, such as the class
level (e.g., freshmen) of existing veteran enrollment mqkes accyrate pro-

jections difficult. It is po%;;:aé, however, to develop projéctions given

as follows:

(1) The Veterans Administration estimates are accurate.
(2) Washington will cogtinue to serve the samg percentage of -the-total
|

number of veterans in training.

(3) The percentage of the total veteran population/enrolled in/pub11c ' )

colleges and universities will not decrease. e

(4) " The ratio of resident and noresident studenfs will remdin gfgqfél

Based on these assumptions, the following/procedure was q&éﬂfto esti-

4

mate the number of nonresidents who might be,éffected by tQéiéktension of

resident status to all eligible veterans. ,5;f
A

4";,,11

&
1 O &S F

// |
iy ] i"l /;
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(1) The current percentage of total eligible veterans who are enrolled ip

Washington public two- énd four-year institutions was determined. :
(25,263 + 3,300,000 = .77%). |
(2) The peseent of nonresidents (3.25%)’was askumed to remain constant.
(3) The relationship of nonresidenfs who would not'attend unless residency.
was granted to nonresident students (19%) was assumed. While this
. figure is an estimate, this factor should take &me flow from other
approved programs (i.e., correspondence) into consideration. We have ////
not estimated any added community college enrollment due to the rela- /
tively low Tevel of nonresident tuition and fees. //
Table I1I out]%nes’the results of this procedure through 1980-81 apd
indicates that if extension of residency was granted in 1976, 815 indivi-
duals would be effected. This number would dectine to 611 by 1980-81.
TabTe III indicates the estimated distribution of nonresidents by type‘of

institution.

Fiscal Impact

Based on the=calculations in the previous section, the fiscal impact
of enacting S. B. 2316 effective ﬁa]], 1976 would be felt in two ways.
(1) Appropriations to replace institutigﬁ;l‘reVenue&]ost thfbugh the lower

fees paid by the individuals who are ™eclassified.

(2) Appropriations to support the relatively small number of students who

are estimated to enroll as a result of the reclassification.

I. Revénue Loss
Assumptions:

A. ﬁéc]assified veterans would be eligible for the Nietnamese veteran
rate. K /

11

-8-

/
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} TABLE 111
DISTRIBUTION OF NONRESIDENT
VETERANS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION-
" , . 1976-77 - 1980-81
M ~  TOTAL '
i 4
Year Total Universities  State Colleges  Community Colleges
1975-76 974 360 (.370) 191 (.195) 423 (.435)
1976-77 815 302 (.370) 159 (.195) 354 (.435)
1977-78 . 750 278 (.370) 146 (.195) 326 (.435)
1978=79 701 259 (.370) 137 (.195) 305 (.435)
1979-80 653 242 (.370) 127°(.195) g - 284 (.435)
1980-81 611 226 (.370) 119 (.195) 266 (.435)
“
EXISTING STUDENTS AND STUDENTS WHO
WOULD HAVE ENROLLED AT NONRESIDENT RATES
Year Total Universities State Collegess  Community Colleges
1976-77 685 " 230 01 . / 354
1977-78 630 212 92 326
1978-79 589 197 87 305
1979-80 549, 185 80 . . ‘284
1980-81 . ° 513 172 -, » 75 266
NEW STUDENTS WHO WOULD ONLY ENROLL
~ AT RESIDENT RATES
Year Total Universities State Colleges
. 1976-77 7 130 72" 58
:1gy-18 120 . 66 54+
- 1978-79 142 - 62 50
1979-8G,: 104 .. 57 47
1980-81 B BN 54 4 .
_/

(.




II.

B. Current tuition and fee levels are assumed.

C. A1l veterans are assumed to be full-time undergraduates for calcu-
lation purposes. .

D. The re]ativeiyizpa11 loss in services and agtivities fee 1ncqﬁé
would not be replaced. ‘

Tables IV-A through IV-D indicate the revenue loss in each fee category

through 1980-81. Total loss in tuition income for the period would be

$791,443 and the loss in operating fee income would be $1,505,567, for

a total appropriafion impact in this area of $2,297,010 over a five

year period.

Additional Expenditure Impact

Assumptions:

A. New students would pay at Vietnamese veteran tuition and fee rates.

B. Current tuition and fee lTevels are assumed.

C. Only the direct costs of instruction (excluding overhead) less op-
erating-fees would be appropriated. 4

D! Enrollment contracts wou1d~be increased to reflect the added stu-
dents.

E. Expenditure rates for future years will fef]ect past trends.

;ab1e V indicates the cost to the institutions of serving the estimated

number of additional students who would attend if the definition of a

resident stuqent was extended to include all e]igib]g veterans. The

cost per student reftects only direct instructional costs tess operat-

ihg fee income. It is asSumed that additional appropriations for

support @ervihes and overhead would not be made. The five yé;r cost

is estimated to be $896,754. - \*‘ . '

| o
N -11- .




II1. Total fiscal impatt 1976-77 through 1980-81
If the assumptions used in the above calculations are ahcurate, the
total cost over the next five years of extending resident fee status

to all eligible veterans would total $3,193,764.

Effect on Student Financial Aid Programs

Senate Resolution 1975-134 directs the Council to determine the effect
of extending resident status to all G. I. Bill veterans upon existing stu-
dent financial aid programs. The staff has reviewed the three major state
funded financial aid proﬁYams which are: State Work-Study, State Need
Grant and the three percent fuition and Ege Waiver Program. o statewide
statistics are available on the number of G. I. Bill veterans participating
in financia] aid programs. Contacts with institutiona% financial aid offi-
cers, however, indicate tpat student aid made available te veteraqs is
usua]iy in the form of loans rather than gf;nts such as offered by the state
programs. The reason for this is that GT I. Bi]; veterans already receive
substantial assistanée., A full-time veﬁgran with no dependents receives
$2700 per year (see: page 2). Ihe three state programs award funds on the
basis of need. G. I. Bill izydents therefore either do not qualify for

awards, or are usually low on the priority list. Therefore, the extension

of resident status to all G. I. Bill veterans would have only minimal im-

patt on existing state financial aid programs. ; >

7

T T P T ST U Ty
I T T




TARLE IV (A)

UNIVERSITIESY REVENUE LOSS

Operating  Services and

Tuition Fee Activities Fee
1976-77 $ 231 $ 915 $ 3
Estimated No. of Students x 230 % 230 x 230

$53,130  _$210,450 $690

1977-78 $ 231 $ 915 $ 3
Estimated No. of Students x 212 | x 212 x 212
$48,972 $193,980

c//

1978-79 $ 231 $ 915 $ 3
Estimated No. of Students X 197 X 197 X 197
$45,507 $180,255 591

1979-80 $ 231 $ 915 $ 3
Estimated No. of Students x 185 X 185 x 185
N $42,735 $169,275 555

1980-81 $ 231 $ 915 $ 3
Estimated No. of Students x 172 X 172 x 172
$39,732 $157,380 516

Five Year Total $23Q,076 $911,340 $2,988

Total -

$ 1,149
X 230
$264,270

$ 1,149,

X 212
$243,588

$ 1,149
X 172
$197,628

$1,144,404

-
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TABLE IV (B)
STATE COLLEGES' REVENUE LOSS

. Operating Seryices and

Tuition Fee Acth‘/\i\tjes Fee Total
- ™,
1976-77 $ 216 .$778.50 $4.50° $ 999
Estimated No. of Students x 101 X 101 x 10 x 101
$21,816  $78,629 $100,900
1977-78 $ 216  $778.50 $4.50 $ 999
Estimated No. of Students X 92 X 92 X 92
$414 $ 91,90
7
1978-79 216  $778.50 $4.50 $ 999
Estimated No. of Students x 87 X 87 X 87
$67 730 $392 $ 86,914
e
1979-80 4 $ 216  $778.50 $4.50 $ 999
Est'mated-No.,af(Students X 80 x 80 X 80 x 80
\ $17,280  $62,280 $360 -$79,920
19 , $ 216  $778.50 $4.50 $ 999
timated No. of Students X 75 x 75 X 75 X 75
$16,200  $58,388 3338 $774,926
4 Five Year Total \\ $93,960 - $338,649 $1,959 $434,568
~— \\\\\
= ~ ~.
o _
\\\ \ = \\
™~ — ~—
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. TABLE IV (C)
COMMUNITY COLLEGES' REVENUE LOSS

Operating Services and
Tuition Fee Activities Fee

1976-77 ‘ $304.50_ . $166.50 $ 0

Estimated No. of Students x 354 X 354 X 354

« $107,793 $58,941 $ O

d i

1977-78 Foo $304.50  $166.50 Ly- $ 0
stimated No. of Styflents ~ x 326  x 326 ¥  x 326 x_326
2 $99,267 $54,279 ’ $ 0 $153,546
:B .79 - $304.50  $166.50 $ 0 $ | an
Estimated No. of Students x 305 x 305 x 305 _§x 305
$92,872 $50,783 § 0 $143,655
1979-80 . $300.50  $166.50 $ 0 $ | an
Estimated No. of Students X 284 X 284 ; x 284 % 284
$86,478 $47,286 $§ 0 $13",764
1980-81 | $304.50  $166.50 $ 0 $  an
Estimated No, of Students X 266 X 266 X 266 X 266
$80,997 $44,289 $ 0 $125,286

Vs .

Five Year Total $467,407  $255,578 $ 0 $722,985




TABLE IV (D)

TOTAL REVENUE LOSS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION
1976-77 - 1980-81

- State Communi ty
Year Universities Colleges Colleges Total
- 1976-77 $ 264,270 $100,900 $166,734, | $ 531,904
1977-78 $ 243,588 $ 91,908 $153,546 $ 489,042
1978-79 $ 226,353 $ 86,914 $143,655 $ 456,922 /
19}9-80 $ 212,565 $ 79,920 $133,764 $ 426,249
1980-81 $. 197,628 $ 74,926 $125,286 $ 397,840
Total $1,144,404 $434,568 $722,985 $2,301,957

Five year loss in tuition Qnd operating fees:

($1,141,416) ($432,609) ($722,985) ($2,297,010)

Xerig”




Y
TABLE V .
g ESTIMATED ANNUAL cosT |
COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 3
R "
Estimated K ‘
Number of o Estimated
Year Students ¢~ Cost of Instruction*

1976-77 130 $170,190
1977-78 120 - $173,244
1978-79 127 $179,178
1979-80 - 104 $183,374
'1980-81 98 $190,768
Five year cost $896,754

* Includes only direct instruction costs less operatihg
fee income.
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ot 120 wviso FISCAL NOTE ' yé
> ‘ 76-1 Ve
__Council for Postsecondary Education 343 REQ:ﬁ%STNUMBER_-___._,_._7/ J
Rerponding Agency Tite T gede Wo., . Concerning . Zsé RO H
Original .................. el @

__Senate Committee_on Higher Education __

Braated B we vomemn.House Committee Amendment [J
u y

Senate Committee Amendment
Engrossed House Bill ......
Engrossed Senate Bill... (..
Reviewed By OFPLFM Substitute

Bill Requested By: Executive {J; Department []; Legislative Committee.w% — )'nu /
e (3

New Program or Activity [yJ, Change in Existing Program or Activity ], /f,ocal G_/cwernmyf{ Impact [J

s . \'\
Title of Bill: An Act Relating to . . . higher education. Extending residen
to all veterans receiving benefits under the G. 1. BilY of Rights.

AN ESTIMATED STATE FISCAL IMPACT 0F PROPOSED LEGISLATION,. .
N\ A. Re I /F d d So ] BIENNIALW IMPACT . %’;\Fc"-‘rn
* venue mp.Ct/by undé an urce: lncﬂ?ss (l;’encrqﬁe) mfic (] 1%3::":20 lncrﬂargrl;elsrease) Increase ( Decroaeed
"\ Fund Title* ~ ’ ERUAING B AR v
“Source Title:. S o N o e b TR, . . PN
" State yarious Canstruction Accounts ' --- 11 39 _1$182 739 & 791 443
, Tocal Ex¥ak General local Funds --- / 14348,020 48.020
% Local Student Activity Funds / --/ 18§ 1,145 * |5 1,145 4,947
* /__ TOTAL™ / / 531,904  1$531,904 "~
'%;1 B. Expenditure Impacthy Source of Fundsy . /:‘.- B TR : b .
2 /" Fund Title: - N / _ 7
State  go<” > VAN V- $700,949 {$700,949 3,193, 764
2 Federal '* N ANy
L Local 7w . - L AR S L
. TOTAL / . $700,949  {$700,949 3,193,764 _
. o - 7 N/ R N - - :
e C. Expenditure Impact Detail: / / N\ ,f;\ S N R A K RS o
FTE Staff Years / / o
Salaries and Wages / N b
Personal Service Contracts / —/ B
Goods and Services )
Travel / /
Equipment / / o
Employce Benefits  / /
Grants and Subsidiey A
Debt Service / /
Replace Lost/Revenue’ - Tuition -—- $182,739 __ 1$182,739 791,443
Replace Lost Revenue - Operating === _1$348,020 348,020 1,505,567
Appropriations for Added Students . $170.190 $170.190 % 896.754
Capital Out)éy:
Land ’
Buildings
~Jmprovements Other Than Buildings
TOTAL - $700,949 1$700.949 £3,193,764
| D, Attach Explanation of Estimate
| (Use Form FN-2) James F. Paige Educational Planner 1-15-76
| . Prepared By Title Date
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APPENDIX 1 .
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SENATE RESOLUTION :

1975 - 134 !
h 5 ¢
{ By Senators Walgren and Sandison }é'

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 2316, which was introduced in January 1978,
proposed to extend the definition of “Tesident student® to all veterans
receiving benefits under the 6. I. Bill of Rights for tuitiomand feg.pur-
poses in public universities, state colleges and community ch%éges in the
State of Washington; and md// e

WHEREAS, Only those veterans who served in World War I, World War
i 11, the Korean conflict or the Viet Nam era are currently eligible fgy the
classification of "resident student"; and - ]

WHEREAS, Such broad legislation would reduce revenues being é01-
lected at Washington's public institutions of higher education thus re-
guiring additionatl state appropriations, but the magnitude of this’ fiscal
impact is currently unknown; a - R

WHEREAS, additional appropriations would be required if students
' who might otherwise not have attended institutions in this state wgre
attracted because of the extended definition; and ’
¥ WHEREAS, An actual count of nonresident veterans already rgceiving

benefits under the &, I. Bill of Rights is not available; Yt

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Senate, That the Copncil for
Post-secondary Education, with the cooperation of the public ingtitutions
of higher education in the State, conduct a review of veterdns rgceiving
| benefits under the 6. I. Bill of Rights to determine future projﬁctiOns of
3 how many veterans would be eligible for resident status, the fiscal impact

L of such extension of benefits, and the relationship to and effect upon
| existing student financial aid programs;.and i
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Council for Post-secondary Educa-
i} tion submit a report and recommendations to the Senate Committee on Higher
{ Education on or before November 1, 1975; ‘o )
: 8F IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution pe trans- L <
mitted immediately upon adoption by the Secretary of the Senpte to the ;
House of Representatives and the Council for Post-secondary ‘ducation.

B W

<= ™7
.

1, Sid Snyder, Secretary of the Senate, e /s
do hereby certify that this is a true ST
and correct copy of Senate Resolution .

( i
§§ 1975-)8), adgpted by the Senate, June 9, 1975. VA lezm,
u4/é;z;é:2bﬁ7cﬁ2c£\\ e e
, . 3 2

SID SNYDER ” —
Secretary of the Senate
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APPENDIX 2 '
SENATE BILL NO. 2316
State of wAshingtgn By Senators Walgreh, Fleming,
44th Regular Session Beck and McDerjott
gggg é;g;t time Januar . 1975, an/! referred to Commifftec on HIGHER
<
1 AN ACT Relating to higher education; and amending gection 2, chapter
’/A//// 2 253' Lavs of 1971 ex. sess. as amended My section 1, chapter
///3 149, Lavs of 1972 ex. sess. and RCW 288,/15.012. N
’ 4 BE IT E¥ACTED BY THE L.!GISLAI‘UHB OF THEZ STATE OF WASHINGTON:
5 Section 1. Section 2, chapter 273,/Lavs of 1971 ex. sess. ;s ! ’
6 amended by section 1, chapter 149, vs of 1972 ex. sess. and RCW
7 28B.15.012 are each amended to read ag follows:
8 Whenever used in chapter 28B{15 RCH: ’
9 {1) The tera "institutio shall mean a public university, // //
, 10 college, or community college Aithin the state of Washington. K
n {2) The ters “"resigént student", in addition to all !9&9215; /
12 receiving benefits undep/the G.L. Bill of Riubts (38 USC 633, 201 %8
13 - stak, 284), shall mead a student vho has bad awdomicile in the state /
14 ot Wvashington for \?ho\\23£igiE?£ one year immediately prior to the
45 time of conmencement of the first day of the semester or qqirter- f&r
. 1§ which e bas registered at any 1nsc1;32185" and Has in fact -
17 established a»bona fide domicile in this state for\\Qgggr//than
18 educational purposes: PROVIDED, That a nonresident student euéolled -
19 for more than six hours per semester or quarter shall be coégidered
20 as attending for educational purposes only, and for tuition and fee
21 paying purposes only such period of enrollment shall not /So counted _
22 towvard the establishment of a bona fide doamicile ot/dué 3/ year in tbhis
23  state unless such student proves that he has/(h/ fact /Lstablished a
24  bona fide domicile in this state f£or other than educational pu S.
25 (3) The tera "noﬁ?;;;dent student” shall -74n any student vwho
26 does not qualify as a "resident student" under the provisions of RCW
217 .288 15 011 through 28B. 1; 014 as nov or hereafter asmended.
| 28 (0) The ters "domicile” shall denote a person's trie, fixed
; 29 and poermanent home «nd place of habitation. It is the place yhere he
‘ 30 intends to Mro-ain, and to vhich he expects to return vhen he leaves

.

’ Sk 2316
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1 wvithout aintendiny tu establish a nev domicile elsevhere.
2 (5) ,fhe tern ;ninor" shall mean & male or female person vty’
3 1s not deezed and taken to be ot full age aggh majority for /yll
4 purposes uynder RCW 26.28.010, as nov lav or hereafter a-ended{
5 ters "elancipated minoc" shall mean a minor vhose parent have 1

6 entirely surrendered the right to the care, custody, and rnings of

7 such minor and vhose parents no longer in any vay su org'or maintain

’

8 such aminor.

9 (6) The term “gunalified person" sha mean a person yualified
10 to determine his own domicile. A person of tull age and majority for
11 all purposes under RCW 26.28.010, as rxiov law or hereafter amended, or .

<

.
T

N

12 an emancipated minor is so qualifigd.

13 {7 The term "parent-qualified student” shall sean a student

14 haviny a parent vho has a domjcile in the state of Washington but who

S

15 does not have legal custody Af the student because of divorce or
16 leyal separation. -
17 (8) The terms "he®" or “fiig" shall apply to the ‘female as vell

18 Tas the—make sex_unlg§§/the context clearly requires othervise.

.

Sk 2316 : 4 . /




- ) APPENDIX 3

s

yd Statq Level Veterans' Educational Benefits

e

ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ a separate and lower tuition and fee schedule for veterans. The'fo],owing
,//?nfbrmatibn concerning state level benefits for veterans in public nsti-
tutions of higher education came from several sources. Conversations
with State Departments of Veterans' Affairs, Boards of Regents gnd Councils
on Higher Education were cross-checked with state veterans' 1 s} In a few
cases, legislation is ﬁore recent than the federal informatipn and there-
fore does not appear in the pub]icatioﬁ. In parenthesis i ‘the current
tuition (operat%ng) portion that would be waived at the omparison Qniver-

sity of that state.

California - After exhaustion of federal educational /benefits, $100 per -~
month for a maximum of 12 months is available for full-time training at

an accredited institution.,

Colorado - ‘One-half of the "weighted average Luition" may be wéived with

a maximum of $181.50 per year to resident feterans.

Delaware - $100 per year “"scholarship" to each resident veteran.

FRFP IS FEEN SN

I11inois - Full “"tuition" @&iVer for resident veterans ($574 per year). - .

Covers 900 veterans at Univers%ty of I1linois, Urbana campus. ;/

1House Committee on Veterans' Affairs, State Veterans: Laws, Digests of
State Laws Regarding Rights, Benefits, and Privileges of Veterans and
Their Dependents, Revised to January 1, 1974 (Washington D.C.: U.S.
Government Printing Office, 1974).
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. . ,
Oredon - State G.I. Bill program of $50/ber nth undergraduate and $35 per

lowa - "Tuition" waived after age of 21 for as many months as were spent :

in the armed forces prior to age 21 ($567 per year). . . ..
- e
Massachusetts - Full "tuition' waiver to resident vetefans ($300).
B /
Minnesota - "Tuition" waiver of 'up to $250 per year for resident veterans
who have exhausted their federal educatioha] benefits. 1
Montana - "Tuition" waiver for resident veterans wpo habe exhausted their
federal educational benefits. ( ' ‘ - ‘ 5
. , s
. , |

month graduai‘& student for res1dent Veterans hola

or Armed Forces Expedition Meda]///
\

wo /

South Dakota - "Tuition" waiver for resident meterans who have exhaus

their federal educational benefits.

fédera] educational benefits.
fl

Washington - Resident veterans exempt from tuition and fee increases after

May, 1971 ($132 per year).

resident veteran is-available based on need.. Wisconsin uses a very 11bera1

definition of need which does not include summer work or income-of spouse.
N N

”~

:
1
1
|
|
i
Wisconsin - $100 per year for single veteran or $200 per year for married ”!
|
)
|
Ql

While these are basic statewide benefits, it is possible that there are’

1nst1tut1ona1’po]1c1es of waivers that are not based on state legislation

conceramgﬂveterans educational beneﬁts.“ P Umvl.EgSs?\nGoEiE?UF

L]
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