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STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Introductica

fhe purposes of this study, conducted by Educational Testing Service
(ETS) for the National Institute of Educatiod (NIE), were (1) to
identify the values underlying the major systems used to determine
the: needs of students for financial assistance; (2) to determine

which values and procedures most directly affect adult part-time
students age 25 or more; (3) to indicate what changes may need

the costs of alternative assumptions and procedures. This voluie
focuses on the fourth objective; simulating the theoretical eon=

tributions; and financial needs of adult part=time students if
alternative assumptions are incorporated within the uniform meth-

odology system of rneed analysis, used by the major needs analysis
agericies.

Volume I of this report identified several problem areas in
the measurement of financial needs of édu%t part-time students and
the unavailability of financial aid to them. The majority of adult

P

part-time students simply do not qualify for financial assistance
for their ﬁééiééééﬁ&éfi eXperiences, because federal and state
program rules and regulations typically exclude persons enrolled
on a less than half-time basis from ceceiving financial aid: The
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barrier part-time students face with respect to financing their
educations, and is unrelated to any explicit or implicit assumptions
of the major systems of need analysis.

The scope of the theoretical financial needs of adult part-time

students, though, is directly influenced by certain key assumptions

" underlying the measurement of  ability to contribute toward post-

secondary costs.

Need analysis assumptions fall into two groups: Those sur-

rounding the illowable expense budgets of part-time students; and
those about the rate at which adults should be expected to contri-

bute from income and assets toward college or vocational school

costs.

Expenses and Negative Contributions

policy question seems to hinge on the extent to which the consump-

tion (living) expenses of adult part-time students should be sub-

sidized through student aid programs. Should 1living expenses o
tow income ééit;tiﬁé adult students be fully subsidized; partially
subsidized, .6’r’ not subsidized during the periods of enrollment?
Within the context of needs analysis, the question would be phrased
in terms of whether and to what extent negative contributions should
be é.liéiiéa‘f'df_ adult part-time students. Néé@é analysis systems
broadly define available income as the difference between income
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extent; can theoretically be contributed to meet out—of-pocket

costs for attending college or vocational school: On the other
hand; if the student’s income is below the standard living expense
budget, available income 1s a negative amourit, which means the

student theoretically needs financial aid to meet living costs .

and Student B could have a need of as much as $3,000 ($2,506 to
supptement living ewpenses and $500 for educational expenses).
Admittedly, this is a simplistic exampie, but it does highlight the

importance of the assumption one makes about subsidy of 1iving

needs for financial assistance wili be much greater than if partial

subsidy (partial negative contribution) is assumed: And, logically,

... el o o -
For a full discussion of uniform methodelesv resd aralicdse wrsAa—
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if no subsidy of 1iving expenses is aiiowea, by truncatiﬁg negative .

time students would be considerably less, because only out-of-pocket
direct educational expemses would be subsidized.
The issue of allowing or not aii’o'wing' subsidy of living ex-

penses is compounded by the budget standards selected for assessing

fin’an'ciéi needs. Some policy analysts. and financial aid adminis—

trators argue for use of the more conservative Bureau of Labor
Statisties (BLS) lower budget standards; others urge use of BLS

moderate (intermediate) budget standards. Thus, larse swlngs in

theoretical financial needs of adult part=time students occur

+

depending on the choice of budget standards by needs analysis

Contribution Rates -

. tuition,r fess, books,, supplies, and transportation. ) The uniform
. . ~ - - ;

expenses. Stated differently; the aa;giﬁ51 expected contribution
rate is 100 percent:

On the other hand, parents 'o'f ciépénciént students are expected

_to contribute only a portion (22 percent to 4/7 pe¥cent) of the ir

e ’ 3 . /

7

/

Y
¢

N
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: METHOD AND PROCEDURE

Awi’ﬂi'i o . | ’ B X

There are any number of variations in needs assessment procedures

key needs analysis permutations were selected for in-depth analysis.
The chart below illustrates them.

KEY NEED ASALYSIS PERMUTATIONS FOR ADULT PART=TIME STUDENTS'

N \

&—— txpected Contributicn Effort———p

- . N

100% Ltontribution Rate

L - ’ _Partial Subsidy of Li?ihé,ES?éﬁééé,(ﬁé,,,
U M to $775) (Negative Contributions Allowed)

[or 1 catlban Bt ov B medill o~}

ten B pedil o1
M e T

No Subsidy of Living Experses (Negdtive
Contribuarions Trimicated to’ Zero)

\

~im Qo e

b @&———egree of Sibsidy of Living Experse Budget —p
. . . ..
. » 4
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bers of needy adult part—time students over age 24;-the1r average

and aggregate need, and their expected contributions, using the
fotlowing procedureSi

(1) L0w budget standards, 100 percent contributlon rates,

2) Low budget standards; 100 percent contribution rates,

negat1ve contributions truncated to zero

(35 Moderate budget standards, 100 percent contrtbution

rates, negative contributions (ua to -$775)

(4) Moderate budget standards, 100 percent’ contributlon

©. rates, negative contributions truncated to zero

(5) Low budget standards, marginal - contribution rates (22
percent to 47 percent of available income), negative
contributions (up to -$775)

(6) Low budget standards, marginal contribution rates,
negative contributions truncated to zero

(7) Moderate budget standards, marginal contribution rates,
: negative ccntributicns {up to -$775)

(3) Moderate budget standards, margtn&t contribution rates,

negative contributions truncated to zero
In éddition; the currentgunifor;m methodology procedures for

self-supporting students formed the basis for another series of
simulations. For tﬁégé simulations; low budget standards; 100

pércéﬁt contribution. rates, and negative contributions of up to

$25 150 were aliowed.

2’fhe low budget standard for a famiiy with 12 members is $25,150.

Y |
G
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for each of four subsets of adult part-time students:’
e those in public college

e those in
e those in public postsecondary vocational schools

e those in private postsecondary vocatiomal schools

In all, thirty-two separate simulations of theoretical contri-

aggregate differences among methods could be examined:

Sample
A sample of adult financial aid applicants; age 25 or more; was

drawn from the College Scholarship Service (€SS) Financial Aid Form

(FAF) population that applied to re;eiVé. financial aid fo; the
1977-78 academic year. A two-stage ééﬁpiiﬁg process wéégfbiiSwé&;
First, all 230,911 FAF filérs age 25 or moré were selected from
the. 1977-78 population. . Separate sampling fractions and ' random

starting points were developed for each of ten predefined gross
income classes; to yietld 1060 systematically drawm cases for each

25 or more, 100.1in each of 10 iricome groups.
Each student record was .ét_fiiéﬁiifé& to containm the student’s
gross (before-tax) income from all sources; the student’s adjusted

12-month available (after-tax) incote plus contributicns from assets

Ma



computed according to the uniform methodology procedires for acade-
. /

mic year 1977-78; the student’s Eaniiy size; and the number of

school.
Once the adult student sample was selectad, it was loaded into
the Financial Aid .Planning Model (FAPM).

Financiat Aid Pianning Model-

The FAPM is an interactive conputér system designed .to provide

economic conditipns and packaging strategies. The Model is designed

levels to provide-documentation and justificati'o'n for "f'u'n”din'g re-

quests to legislatures, government agencies, and boards of trustees.

ti

' .
The interactive character of tne Model allows the user quickiy

/

\

requirements of:

e alternative enrollment projections
/

updating parénts; or students’ contribution calcu-

increasing student budgets

e adopting aiternétiGe-ﬁackaging strategies

v

changing minimum staridard allowarices

changing parents' or students’ contribution rate

»

3For a Complete description bf the Model seée Finaneial Aid

Planaing Educational Testing Service,
Princeton, NJ, April 1976.

) 1 '_"7 :
i . .
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The user enters the following parameters into the Model: base
number of students, student expense budget; negative parents’/

students’ contribution, income growth rate for inflating 'p'a'r'e'ﬁt's; or
students’ income, student resources constant, Basic Educational
Opportunity Grant (BEOG) estimate 6pEi§ﬁ; BEOG student expense
.- budget; percentage distributiod 'o’f }étuaént"é or parents’ before-tax

income, and packaging parameters for up to 10 different aid prograis-
specified by the user. The Model is also designed to permit the

tive rate schedules For computating contribution from adjusted
available incode: '

When the usef enters parameters into the Model, it copiites
‘the following for sach student record on the sample filei updated

. IS
w

parents’  or . student’s contribution; totai family contributionm,
financial need, BEOG award (optional), awards for up to 10 dif-

ferent aid programs; and unmet financial need: These iﬁ'ciii’ri’ciijéi
amounts are’ then aggregated within each income group for the 1;000
applicants in the siauiatiaﬁ“fiiéf |

The Model computes a weight for each income group from the

user-supplied income dfstribution: These weights are then applied

to the incoiie group totals for contribution; need; BEOG eligibility,




- (nombers; averages, and aggregate amounits) for financial need, BEOG

~eligibility, up to ten different aid programs, and unmet need. In

average need and awards by income group, numbers of students by in-

come group, and parents’ or students’ .contribution by income -

As noted earlier; before simulations can be run, it is necessary for
. - o i . . i i . = : ¥
the user to ‘specify the characteristics of the population for which

those enroiled in public vocational schools and those enrolled in

private vocational schools. Statistics were gathered about the

number of adult part-timé students in each group; about the mean

out-of-pocket expenses for each group for tuition, fees; books;

77777 their income distributions:

3

were an estimated 11,140,000 college students, of whom 7,387,000

i

.
‘ N
A\
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ngaged in fiull-time studies and 3,748,000 in part-time
4

[1+1

were
/

studies. ~ Of the 3.75 million part-time college students; 2.543
ﬁiiiiGﬂ were age 25 or more. 5 'C6ffééﬁéﬂ&iﬁé1§; there were 4;031
nillion persons age 14 or more who had attended postsecondary
vocational school sometime during the 12 months preceeding the

October 1976 CPS.. Of this number; 3;036 wmillion were age 25 or

more and had been enroiled in vocational school on a part-tiae
basis during the.l2-month period preceeding the syrveys
For purposes of this study, the population of adult part-time

students was defined to consist of 2.543. million persons age 25 or

or more year olds who had attended postsecondary vocatiomal school
within one year of the CPS —-- or 5.580 million part-time adult
students in all: The estimated distributions of adult part-time

students by control of institution are shown in Table L.

El

“See Table 9; Postsecondary Enrollment Status of Persons 14 years

old and over by labor forces status; Current Populatiom Survey,
1976. Ny : |
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TABLE 1. ESTIMATED DISTRIBUTION OF PERSONS AGE 25 OR MORE WHO ARE
' ENROLLED PART-TIME IN POSTSECONDARY INSTITUTIONS, BY TYPE
OF INSTITUTION ‘

_ Parcent of )
Part=Time Enrollees Est. Number
' ' (in 000s)
a

Colleges “ 106.0 . 2543

- b . d
s ' 'Ppblic - 85:2 - 2168

) V B i) ‘ - 773
Private 14.8 _( 376

Vocational Schools

(past 12-months) 100:0 \\\ , 3036

Public 32.0 972 .

Private . 68.0° . 2064

4ssurce: NCES Current Population Survey, 1976, Table 9.

- bs .
- Source:

“Source: NCES, Enrollmerts,.and Programs Survey, Table 17.

dEéEiﬁéEé& by applying percentages in Column 1 to base -numb: rs
- of enrollees in colleges and vocational schools.
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tonal Expenses of Adult Part-Time

Estimates of Out—of-Pocke
Students :
In the absence of survey data on the out-of~pocket educational

< . ¥

estimatess

- Estimates wefe developed by first computing the mean number of
credit houts péé year (12 months) taken by adult part-time students,
IUQiﬁg the ﬁéfééﬁtégé distribution; shown inm Table 2;,of tﬁe numbe

TABLE 2. PERCENTAGES OF PARTICLPANTS IN ADULT EDUCATION BY NUMBER
OF COURSES TAKEN DURING'THE LAST'12-MONTHS

One Cour se . 68.0
Two Coutses | 17.3
Thies Courses | 72
Four Courses . 58

Five or More 2 1.8

Source: NCES: Participation in Adult Education; 1975; Table 7.

Tt |

—s

The percentages in Table 2 were used as weights; assuming the
typical course was for three credit hours; to compute the weighted

mean nufiber of credit hours == 4.7 == is shown in Table 3.

[ T
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TABLE 3. ESTIMATED NUMBER OF CREDIT HOURS TAKEN BY ADULT PART-TIME
STUDENTS DURING A 12-MONTH PERIOD

Number of Courses  Assumed Three Percentage Weighted Number
__Last 12 Months  Credit Hours/Course _ Taking  of Credit Hours

One Course 3 .68 2.04

Two Courses 6 173 1.038
Three Courses 9 : .072 ; .648
Four C;ﬁfééé 12 ‘ :658 :696
Fi\}é Courses . 15 .018 270

.

4.69

Welghted average no. of credit hours

supplies were computed for full-time commuting students at public
and private colleges, and at public and private postsecondary

vocational schools. The mean costs - for these three items were

_éﬁriﬁé&; and converted to a cost per credit hour, assuming ‘3’2
- credit hours r’ep’r’es*en’i:,’ the typical academic course load of fuil-
time students. The cost per credit hour for each type of institu-
7tibﬁ‘ﬁ;§ then ﬁuitipiiéd'sy_ﬁ.?; the estimated mean number of credit
hours taken by adult ﬁéit:tiﬁié students. The results of’ these

calcutations are shown in Table 4:

Lo
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TASLE 4. ESTIMATED OUT-OF-POCKET EXPENSES OF ADULT PART-TIME STUDENTS
_ENROLLED IN POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTIONS

Public Colleges

Tuition and Fees
Ttéﬁéﬁartétiéh (commuters)

TOTALS )
Cost for 4:7 credit hours
E;tvate Collepes
Tuition and Fees
Tiéﬁéﬁéitétiﬁﬁ (commuters)
Books and Sﬁbpiié§'
TOTALS
C@gf for 4;7 Cféait ﬁbuté

Public Vocational Schools

Tuition and -Fees

Tranéportation (tdmmutét§),i

Books and Supﬁlies »
TOTALS
Cost tor 4.7 crédit hours
Private Voeational Scheels

Tuition and Fees

Transportation (commuters)

Books and Supptiés

A
TOTALS

Cost for 4.7 credit hours

Cost fér 9 Months

(Est. 32 Credit Hrs.)

Cost/

$2647
356
222
$3225

§ 342
415
215

5 972

Credit Hour

$ 20.34
12.97
6.72
$ 40.03
$188.14

5 82.72
11.13
6.94
$100.78
$473:67

©§ 10.69
12.97
6:72

$ 30:38
§142.76

§ 52.91
1113

TABLE NOTES "

(1)

10 1in Student Egpenses and

Péé%ééééﬁ&&fi;{ﬂstifufiﬁﬂs;fi948-49~, College Board.

pp vi and vii.

1978;

(2) Expenses for books and supplies and traﬁsportation for public

. vocational school students assumed to be equal to those for

public college students

(3) Expéﬁéés for books and supplieq ‘for private vocational schiool

students assumed be equal to those for private college sfudents.

(4) Tuition and fees means for public and private college students

extracted from Student

"See Table Note 1.

v

(5). Tutition and fees means for public and private vocational °

schools were extracted from the 1976 NCES Enrellwents and.

Programs Survey. Table 17,

Author Lyan Kay.

Mimeographed.
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Income of Adult Part-Time Students

dents; age 25 or more, are shown in Table 5. The special CPS
tablulations for NCES reported income distributions separately for

adult part-time students égé 25' or more, in colleges and post—

of institution. For this reaibn; it was necessary to assume iden—

tical income distributions by control of institution within type
_ _ : | ) -
of institution for 5afaa§é§ of the simulations. o

TABLE 5. ENROLLMENT OF PRIMARY FAMILY HEADS OR WIVES AGE 25 OR MORE:
BY FAMILY INCOME: OCTOBER 1976

College Vocational §chool
F 1 Full-Time  Part-Time  Full-Time Part-Time
I T 2 T T R

0- 4999 . 87 129 4 2.5 33 19.8 57 5.8
5000- 9999 161 23:9 182 10:0 53 31.7 138 14.0
10000-14999 . 200 29.7 484 26.6 45 " 26.9 - 246  24:9
15000-19999 101 15.0 418 23:0 21 12:6 223 226
20000-24999 56 8;§v 347 19.1 9 5.4 139 14.1
25000-over 69 1052 344 1859 6 3.6 183 18.6
Not Reported 35 . 114 | 10 — 67 - ——m

S o 4 . a
Totals 709 : 1935 177 160.6 1053 100. 0

Source: Bureau of the Census, Current_Populati
Tabulations, 1976, Table 11

TABLE NOTES

i




~17-

Moraover, CPS income intervals and percentages had to be

the Financial Ald Planning Model.

The product of the estimates of base numbers of studerts, their

distributions are summarized in Table 6. - These base .line data

served successively as input into the Financial Aid Planning Model

and formed the basis for the simulations of contributions an

vocational school and by need analysis method.

Other Imput to the Financial Aid Planning Model: Alternative Need

Earlier it was noted that this study was designed to investigate
the {mpact of alternative methods of measuring theoretical contri-
butions and needs-of adult part-time students.

N

0y

;s
LR
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TABLE 6. BASE LINE DATA FOR PERSONS AGE 25 OR MORE ENROLLED PART=TIME
IN COLLEGES AND POSTSECONDARY VOCATIONAL SCHOOLS

i éoiieggs " Vocational Schools
Base Numbers®| (in 000s) | $2168  $376 s972 $2064
Budgets ° | 3188 $473 5143 $ 334
1976 IﬁCbﬁéI; d '
0 -2.9 1.5 1.5% 3.5% '3.5%
3 - 5:g 36 30 5.1 5.1
6.0~ 7.4 3.0 3.0 422 432
7.5 8.9 10 3.0 i 62
9.0-11.9 7.3 7.3 12.8 12.8
12:0-14.9 21.3. 21.3 14.9 14.9
15:0-19+9 | 236 23.0 22.6 22.6
26;6524;9 19.1 19.1 14:1 14:1
| 25.0-29.9 | 9.4 9.4 9.3 9.3
) 30-0-over 9.4 9.4 9.3 9.3

835ource: Table 1

bsource: Table &

- ®Source: Interpolated from Table 5

dBecaise the available data on incomes was for 1976, and the
simulations were for academic year 1977-78, incomes on the
FAPM sample file were inflated by nine percent to approximate
income growth from 1976 to 1977.
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To recapitulate, the study was designed to measure the effects
of using BLS low budget standards versus moderate budget standards;
the effects of using a marginal contribution rate schedule versus
expecting students to contribute 100 percent of their adjusted
QGaiiabie income toward out-of-pocket educational expenses; and the

effects of partially subsidizing or not subsidizing living expenses

of adult part-time students whose incomes are below the stipulated
budget standards.
The base-line: low and modérate budget standards, or standard

schedule used 1in the simulations; and Table 9 presents the 100
‘percent contribution rate schedule.

-
oy
T v

TABLE 7. STANDARD MAINTENANCE ALLOWANCES (DECEMBER 1977, AGE OF
HEAD OVER 35 YEARS)

Family Size BLS Low BLE Moderate

1 3610 4896
| 2 6530 9250
3 8030 11030

4 10040 13280 )

5 11850 16460 '
6 13860 17350
7 15066 18650
| 8 16260 19950
j , 9 17460 21250
R 18660 22550
; 11 19860 23850
! 21060 25150

o
rOR



 TABLE 8: MARGINAL CONTRIBUTION RATE SCHEDULE (1977-78 ACADEMIC

YEAR) _

Adjusted Available Income _ Constant Rate

8890 - more _ 2398 47

1954 40

A

le o]
(o~}
.
(=}

7780 < 8

6670 < 7780 1576 .34
© 5560 < 6670 1254 129

4440 < 55é0 977 .25
3410 < 4440 | 0 .22

-3410 or less B S =777 0

TABLE 9. 100% RATE SCHEDULE (Truncated at -775)

Adjusted Available Income Constant Rata

6000 ~ more 6000 1.0
5000 < 6000 | 5000 1.0
4000 < 5000 4000 1:0
3000 < 4000 3000 1.0
2000 < 3000 2000 1.0

-775 < 2000 0 1.0

r
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Worthy of note 1is the fact that the marginal rate schedule
permits a subsidy of living expenses up to $775 if available income
16 $3,530 below the standard maintenance allowance. On the othef

Thus, while the 100 percent rate‘scheduié is harsher for students
whose income 1s above the budget standard, it is actually more
lenient ~~ and potentially costlier from the géiiéfhiﬂéﬁt;s perspec-

tive, for students, whose income falls below the budget standard.

e

o o 7 I N
The eight needs analysis methods were tested within each of four

The first row of Table 10 is interpreted as follows. It

is estimated that there are 2.168 million adults égé 25 or more
entolled in public colleges: . Of this number, 242 thousand would
low ISAs (budget standards), the expected contribution is 100

percent of adjusted available income, and a maximum subsidy of $775

- is allowed to cover living ‘expenses for students whose income and

assets are $775 or more below the low budget standard: Under these
students would have an average need of $853, and an aggregate need
of $207 million.

In order to investigate aggregate differences among the models,
the results in Table 10 were summed actoss rows, and appear in Table

11.

~ [y



TABLE 10. ORDER OF MACNITUDE ESTIMATES 0F THE FINANCD\L NEEDS OF ADULT PART-T[ STUDENTS KGE 25 OR MORE UNDLR ALTER‘!ATIVE METHODOLOGIES, BY TYPE OF SCHOOL
i ‘ Academic Year 1977-78

A

ADULTS AGE 25-OVER ENROLLED IN COLLEGE PART-T[ME

ADULTS 4GE 25-0VER ENROLLED 1N POSTSECONDARY

VOCATIONAL SCHOOL PART-TIME

Pablic Colleges [ Private Colleges “ublc Schools Private Schools
—{Pirect Expense = §188) _ (Direct Expense = 5473) _ (Dirett Exgeise = S147) _ (Direct Epense=§i3k}—
o | N N With g &g | N NWith o Avg N Nuith  Agg .Avg | N NUWith Agg Avg.
Kechod | Meed _ Need Need | __ Need —Weel— Need | —  feed _ Need Need Need _ Need . Need
‘ (nf1lions) millio# (ai1lioms) (willions)
Hodel v Lov 184, | ;
1007 rates T e o e
tClal g, Goitie | 168 22 S0 SESY (% @ 46 S | o b0 suo 832 | 2066 317§ 36 §9n
Truncated Contr. 68 242 43 185 316 49 21; 418 92 168 24 181 [ 2006 317 120 38
Yodel - Moderate | i
ISk, 100t rates | S ! R S
Partial Neg. Contr. 2160 529 481 908 |36 %8 10 17 | @ 3 2587|2064 688 T3 10%
Truncated Contr. [ 268 529 9% 186 36 %8 48l 972 313 i I48 | 2064 688, 224 325
el §. o 54, | ‘- |
Marginal rates B (URPR L L R
Partial Neg. Contr. ' 268 317 b 5 )6 19 48 6w | 9 199 W WG s 3% 6
Truncated Contr. | 2168 317 #I 180 | 376 79 2 355 972 199 260 128 {2006 538 147 23
Hﬁdel s Wderite _ o / "
"18h, Harginal rates e e
Barcial Neg. Contr. | 2068 62 39 626 |36 19 w2 M | 9m W 2645 {2006 82T 64 755
Trancated Comtr. 2168 62l 106 nr | 139 53 383 m W §7- 134 {2006 827 248 300
Hodel 5. (Current :
W) ow 154, 1001 /. |
rates, full subaidy S . T el
of living expenses 2168 242 709 . 2931 316 49 136 2758 ! 9 168 517 3139 | 2066 31 1'88 3156
. ‘”7*Lm,, L" ‘ ]
TABLE NOTES:
N - Number of persons (iu thousands)

Agg Need*= Aggregate Financial Need in Millions

Avg Need = Average Need

Eatimates of need based on IZ-monEh Income after-tax°s (federal state,

studeat’s assets, for pertod emrollnent
Maxioun Negative Contribution » §773; implying partial subsidy of 1iving expenses for SLGdents wiose resCirees are lesd thi BLS standard

Truncated Contribution = negative contr {butions truncated to zeto, 1mplying no subsidy of Living expenses for any students

Pull subsidy of iving expenses means negative contrlbutions were permitted to float to the full shortfall between available income (plus agset
. contribution) and the low budget standard
See Appendix Tables 1 to 32 for detatls

FICA) plus uniforn methodology estinate of expected contribution fron {ndependent

—-zz—

00
kv



TABLE 11. ORDER OF MAGNITUDE ESTIMATES OF THE FINANCIAL NEEDS OF ADULT

PART-TIME STUDENTS (AGE 25 OR MORE) ENROLLED IN POSTSECONDARY -

COLLEGES AND VOCATIONAL SCHOOLS;, BY NEED ANALYSIS METHOD

' Base Number Number with Aggregate Average
Method _ (666s8) Need (000s) __Need — _Need
' ) (nillions)

Model 1

Low ISA; 100% rates

Partial HWegative

Contribution : - i} -
(max. = §775) 836 . $762 - $902

Truncated Contr. 836 - 210 251

Q0! 0o

WL
i
DD

Model 2

Moderate 154, 100%Z rates

Partial Negative

Contribution o
(max. = $775) 5580 1628 1579 965

Truncated Contr. . 5580 1628 ’ 411 252
Model 3

Low ISA, Marginal rates
Partial Negative

(max. = $775) 5580 1133 648 571

Truncated €ontrs 55860 1133 252 222
Model 4

Moderate ISA, Marginal rates

Partial Negative

Contribution - - L

(max. = $775) 5580 1934 1339 692

Truncated Contrs 5586 1934 454 235
Model 5

Current Uniform Methodology:

Low ISA, 100% rates, full o . o .
Subs1dy of Living Expenses 5580 ‘ 836 2560 3062

oy

RS
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The current uniform methodology procedures (Model 5)\£qr

independent students result in the highest estimate of aggregate
need for adult part-time students, totaling $2.56 billion or some

$400 million more than the 1977-78 Basic Educational 6rant Program
Funding level: This finding 1s not surprising because the uni-

form methodology procedures for independent students assume that

§ﬁ§§iié§; l§§ virtue of this underlying assumption, current uniform
methodology procedures assifie fﬁii—ti;ﬁé attendance; that 18, that
the student would be unable to attend full time in the absence of a
Full subsidy of the short-fall between income and the family budget.

The ﬁéiE.EBQE costly method of figuring part-time adult stu-
dents’ needs, from ,the government’s perspective, is Model 2 -- use
of moderate budgét standards, 100 percent contribution rétéég and a

partial subsidy of living expenses; up to $775. Aggregate theore-
tical need under Model 2 is about $1:6 billion: This is followed
by Model 4 -- moderate ISAs and marginal rates —- which generates

aggregate need of $1.339 billion. Model 1 is considerably less

costly and figures adult part~time students’ financial needs using

subsidy of up to $775 of 1iving expenses: Model 1 results in an

estimated aggregate need of $762 million.

~N
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Model 3; which would treat adult part-time students’ resources
" ability of parents to contribute toward their children’s ceollege
expenses; would result in about 20 percent of adult part=time

$648 millions 7

Truncating negative contribiutions to zero has the effect of not

subsidizing any of the living expenses of adult part-time students

whose income and assets féii Béi66>éEBBBE§ required to achieve the
stipulated Standard Maintenance Allowances (or ISAs): Accordingly,
the theoretical aggregate tieeds of adult part—niye sudents .are
considerably lower if only out-of-pocket expenses for tuition, fees,
books, and tiéﬁésai‘tétibﬁ enter the ﬂé‘éaé analysis equation than
ifléuf-éf-ééékéf expenses are ééupié& with ii?iﬁé expensess Thus,
truncating negative contributions éo jerc results in a range of
estimated theorstical need for adult part-time students from $210

million to $454 million.
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CONCLUSIONS AND POLICY DIRECTIONS
Perhaps the most iﬂiportaﬁ't policy consideration for.the measurement

what extent financial aid gﬁauia be used to subsidize their living

.

eXpenses; Nested within the living expense subsidy issue is the

question of whether low budget standards (low ISAs) ot moderate

needs;' A third issue is whether discretionmary income should be

At present; the uniform methodology does not distingu1sh

properly between fuil- and part time students.’ The:uniform meth-~

" odology permits full '”bsidy of living expenses of the student’s

full time without such a c-'ubsidy in the form of financial aid
(giaﬁts; loaﬁs; aﬁd/of eﬁoloyﬁéﬁt oooortﬁﬁities). Howeveri if an
aduit part-time student filed one of the. existing: financial aid

forms as an independent student, his or her financial need would be

figured using the iivin'g expense Bu'ciget standard at fuii value:

obviously is not the case), then this method of determining need_

could oijeiate to the decided advantage of part-time students, over

the span of their educational careers. To illustrate; consider the



single or unmarried student whose annual income after taxes is

$1,500, and for whom the standard 1iving expense budget is $3,610 ——

~

(N

the BLS lower consumption budget standard. Completing a bachelor’s
~degree full time,” the student would be eligible theoretically to
receive éiﬁaﬁciai aid amounting to éé;aao to cover living expenses
over the four year period:
$3,610 1iving expense budget
- _1,500 resources
$2,110 rieed per year to cévar 1iving expenses

X 4 years

$8,440 need for aid to cover living expenses for
. four year program, in constant dovllars

take 16 years to complete the same educational program; and; in

theory, $33,760 in financial aid to cover 1ivimg expenses: This
exampie 1is intended only to illustrate the potential ineguitias,

aid- to p"é'r_t-tiﬁié students i‘fiéié:i(ié full-time students 1if needs
analysis §raééaurés assune full subsldy of living expenses of
part-time students throughout their educational careerss

This does nof imply the opposite extreme, however, that none
of the living expenses of needy adult part-time students should be
subsidized. Nead aﬁaiyéié prbééauréé should be developed which are
neutral with regard to full- or part-time status. What seems to be

/
.

- —
”
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of 1iving expenses neither full- nor part-time adult students from
goals. Moreover; to be horizontally equitable; the methodology for

[

adult students should be consistent with the uniform methodology
ése& to measure the ability of parents’ to contribute toward college
or vocational costs of their children.

Given these postulates; what changes could be made to accom-
modate measurement of financial needs of adult students?

¢

butions for adult full-time and part-time students. Because budget
standards vary as a function of/the age of the household head and

.

by ages of children, separate ISAi by age of head should be built in

The alternative -- using moderate ISAs for aduiti"paft—iimé
students and low ISAs for full-time independent students =-- would
result in inequities attributable to using different standards Lased
solely on enroliment status. Low ISAs by age of household head, are

presented in Table 12.
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TABLE 12. LOW ISAs (LIVING EXPENSE BUDGET STANDARDS) BY AGE OF
HOUSEHOLD HEAD, DECEMBER 1977

Family Size 20 to 34 yeats 35 years or more

1 § 350 $ 3610
. 2 4720 | 6530
3 6220 8130
4 7430 , 10040
5 9440 11850
6 11140 1386C

7 ’ 12140 ° 15060

0 15140 18660
i1 - 16140 19860

12 17140 21060

parents of dependent children enrolled in college or vocationa
school, it would be logical to tax adélt learners’ adjusted avéii:
able income (iﬁédﬁié in excess of the lower budget étf:éﬁ&éf&)’; for
an educational contribution using a marginal rate schedule similar
to that used by the uniform methodology for determining éaréﬁtéi

contributions.
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Fourth, if a marginal rate schedule is useéd to determine adult

expenses.

One approach would be to specify the maximum negatiwe contri-
bution as an amount equivalent to the low ISA ($3,610) for an
unmarried student, to compute contributions, and if they are hégéz'
tive; adjust them according to enroliment status: Taking the
$3,610 living expense budget, the negative contribut ion wdﬁid be
contribution WSﬁla be ﬁééa to figure fiﬁéﬁéiél need. On é'652~
quarter time basis; one-fourth of negative $2,110, or negative
$527;56)wou1d be the magimum négative contribution per year. Thus,
the part-time student would be eligible to receive aid totaling

of full-time study-

h.“‘b |
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TABLE 13: MODIFIED MARGINAL RATE SCHEDULE FOR ADULT PART-TIME
STUDENTS (1977-78 ACADEMIC YEAR)
Adjusted Available Income Constant Rate
$8,890 < over 2398 47
7,780 < 8,890 1954 40
6,670 < 7,780 1576 :34
5,560 < 6,670 1254 .29
4,440 < 5,560 977 .25
0 < 4;440 0 .22
-3;410 - © ;0 1.0%
* ratio of full-time academic course load (maximum negative
contribution = $3,510.)

This procedure would result in the part-time student being in a

So far as subsidy of living expenses is concerned .

a

Restricting bf the maximum negative contribution to the low
budget; 12-m:nth éiéﬁaéfa for ~ingle person would preciude part-
time students from receiving financial aid subsidies

6?her family members.

for support of
Restriction of the financial aid subsidy to
R o o o , o L
l!.Viﬁg expenses of the unmarried part-time g£tudent; while debatable,
: , .

of re

wquld minimize potential abuse of the system By persons who might
bé induced to emnroil on a
S

iving a subsidy to raise the family’s standard of living:
i N
{ . .
' .{': R
Y e
A
‘;
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‘the resources and needs of adult part-time students, a series of

simutations were run, using low ISAs for persons age 20 to 35, and
the modified marginal rate schedule presented in Table 13. The

results of these simulations are summarized in- Table 14.

TABLE 14: SIMULATED THEORETICAL FINANCIAL NEEDS OF. ADULT PART-TIME

STUDENTS, AGE 25 OR MORE UNDER MODIFIED METHODOLOGY

Number With - Aggregate

Base Number Need Average  Need
(in Thousands) (in Thousands) Need (in milliong)

Public Colleges 2168 161.4 $394 . $63.6

Private Colleges 376 4722 458 21.6
Public Voc. Schools 972 117 396 46.3
Private Voc. Schools 2064 332.8 460 153.2
Totals | 5588 | 658 4 432 2847

TABLE NOTES

(1) These simulations assume adult part-time students on the aver-

‘full-time course loa Accordingly; a 14.6 percent rate was

used for the calcuiation of negative contributions: The

maximum negative contribution for these simulations, there-

fore; was .146 x $3; 616 = $530;

. (2) See Appendix Tables 37 to 40 for details.

Moy
'y
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The modified methodology for adult part-time students —- use
‘estimated 658 thousand adult part-time students qualifying as needy,
out of a total of 5.58 ﬁiiiiéﬁ adult part-time students. Stated
differently, about 12 percent of the adult part-time student popula-
million.

in éuﬁmify; this study has attempted to quantify the order of
magnitude of the aggregate finanéi’ai, needs of adult ﬁéEE-éHmé
need analysis procedures for é&ﬁiE part-time students were similar
to brocedures for measuring the ability of parents to contribute
toward ;hé costs f their children’s educations. More specifically,
use of low BLS liViﬁg expense budget standards in.the assessment of
would appear to be equitable: ' The marginal rate schedule for adult
students and parents of college students would be similar with two
exceptions. The téxécioﬁ rate for students with negative adjusted
available income would be the proportion of a full“time course load
taken by the student, and the lower limit for negativé adjusted
available income would be an amount equivalent to the BLS lower
budget standard for a single individual. These two adjustments to
the ¢6ﬁtfiﬁﬁtibﬁ rate schedule would have the effect of permitting

a partial subsidy of the living expenses of the part-time student,

< !
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as well as out-of-pocket educational expenses. By tying the .

expected contribution rate for negative incomes to the student’s '

the length of their educational careers might differ markadly. :

oL

»in
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APPENDIX TABLES
SIMULATIONS OF AGGRECATE NEEDS,
' NUMBERS, AND TKEORETICAL

CONTRIBUTIONS OF ADULT PART-TIME STUDENTS

P




~36-

TABLE 1. PUBLIC COLLEGES, LOW ISA, 1P8% RATES, NEG. CONTRIBUTION |
: :
// | ‘ . _ - -
/ N AVG.AMT _ AGG.AMT FUND DIFF
| NEED Z741.9 | B55.5 206.9
| BEGG 0.0 . 9.9 .o
! TUTAL .9 0.0 0.9
UNMET 241:9 855.5 — 2p6.9
-lAVbHAbb AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN ¥@@'S)
Li0 3.8 6.8 7.5 9.0 12.0 15.0 26.0 25.6 36.0
- 2:9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11.9 14,9 19,9 24,9 29,9 OVER TOTAL
iINEED 9340 929. 893, 820. 843. 6Y7:. 686, E 0. . 856.
. BroG . - ©. v. 0. 9 R @; 0. - g. 0. 0. -
TTULAL o, . B. V. 0. b. 8. b, 0. b. b. _P.
UnMb DT 954, 929, 893. 828, 848. 697. 686.  B.- Y. 856.
CiUMBER 8Y INCUME LEVEL
dob 3.6 6.0 7.5 9.0 12.8 15.p 20.8 25.0 30.

, 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11.9 14,9 19.9 24.9 29.9 OVER TUTAL
NEED 33. 49, 44, 31.  43. 23, 2¢. 2. 0. . 242.
BrOG 0. v. B . 9. B.  D. 2. 4] 6.  ©.
LUTAL W B 0. 9. G- 0. 0. g. Y . @
UsdET  33: 4y, 44, 31, 43, 23 24 6, 0 i 242 1
PAthr 'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION * °

. INCUME- N—— AVERBGE AGGRE}(,A TE
Bb.b- 2.9 33, -766;; —44;9 '
3.9- 5.9 65. =223.8 ~14.6
6.0- 7.4 65. 186.4. 12.1
7:5~ 8.9 65, . 678.5 44.1
9.9-11.9 158, 2076.7 - 328.7
12.0-14.9 462. 5145.2 2376.1
15.9-19.9Y 499, -7755.0 - 3867.1
20.9-24.9 414. 11648.5 - 4807.0
25.6-29.9 204. 17121.9 3489.3
30.8-0VER 204, 23801.3 4850.5
TUTAL 2168, 9192.9. - 19735,2 |
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PUBLIC COLLEGES; LOW ISA; 19#% RATES, TRUNCATED CONTR:

__FUND

, DIFF
NEED 1 :

BEOG 8
TOTAL 0
UNMET 241

F”,;”,W o
AVERAGE AMOUNIS BY INCOME

N BP@'S) _ ]

25.0 30.0 |
29:9 OVER TOTAIr

15.6 20.90
14,9 19,9 24,9
166. 188. 0. b b. 185;
6. p. - 0. B. . b b
. 8. B. v; 0. w. K
1664——l88f————$T————@. p. 185,

12.9

p.o 3.8 6.

2.9 . 5.9 17
NEED 188, 188
BEOG 4. g.  P.
roTAL  B. _ B. D
UNMET 188,

|numser BY Iwcowe rever |

25.0 306:0

29,9 OQOVER TOTAL

12.8 15.4 28.0
14,9 19,9 24,9

7.5 9.0

23. 24. 8. g-.
B 6. - 0. g. 0. 0. ©.
. . B. 0. 6. B
23, 2@, B, B, B, 242,

NEED 3. . 242
BEOG. 0

‘TOTAL K
UNMET 33

PARENT'S/STUDENT 'S CON

'Z\

33, : b.0
: 65.. -

. 65.
978.0

.o~ 2.
3.0~ 5;
6.0- 7.
7:.5- 8
9.9-11.
12.9-1%
15.8-19.9
20.9-24.9:
25:0-29:9
30.0-OVER-

9

9

4 - -
9 65,
9 .

Y

158.
462.
499.
414.
2p4.
204.

2168.

2255.5
5171:7
7774.9
11608.5
17121.9
23801.3
9177.8

19897.4

 |ToTAL

[ea
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TABLE 3.

N AVG.AMT  AGG.AMT FUND DIFF
NEED 49.2 989.3 48,7 -
BEOG _ Q.9 0.9 .0
TOTAL 0.9 8.9 P.0
UNMBTA—————49ﬁ2 989,3 4857
VERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCUME IN D@B'S) N
v.o 3.9 b.0 7.5 9.9 12:.8_ 15:8 20.8 25.9 3v.9
- 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 13.9 14,80 19,9 24,9 29,9 OVER TOTAL
NEED 1239, 1llé64. 1168. 1016: 8l4- 6%&/’ 971. v. 9. b. 98Y.
BLUG 0. g. g @ 8. (4 0. b. - 0. 0. g.
TUTAL és R 0. 0. o, @ 0. g. 9. 6.  ©.
[UNMET 1239 iibw: 11¥8. 1#16. 814, 657, -971l.— - 9. - B, g, 989
NUMBERK BY INCOME LEVEL e
0.0 3.6 6.0 7.5 9:4 12.8 15.90 20.8 25.0 36.¥
2:9 5:9 - 7.4° 8.9 11.9 14,9 19,9 21 OVER TQTAI
NEED 6. 9. 8 6. 11. 6. 3. . - 0. v 49,
BEOG Y. 0. o, v. v. . B. b. @ 2. /B 0.
TULAL b D v. v. b, 0. 0. I'B 9. 0. b,
UNMET 6 Y, 8. 6. 11. 6. 3 [P [ 9, 49,
s ¢
PARENT'5/STUBENT 'S ‘CONTRIBUTLON
INCOME N AVERAGE AGGREGATE
b:b- 2:9 6 -766.1 -4.3
3:60- 5.9 11. -223.8 -2.5
b.0- 7.4 11. 186.4 2.1
7:5- 6.9 11. 678.5 7.7
9.9-11.9 27. 2076.7 57.9
12.9~13.9 8Y. 5145.2 412:1
15.8-19.9 56. 7755:4 670.7
20.06-24.9 72 11688.5 833.7
25.9-29.9 35;  1712t.9 605. 2
30: ¥-OVER 35. 238p1.3 841.
TTOTAL 376. . 91¥2.9 - 3422, 7
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TABLE 4. PRIVATE COLLEGES, LOW ISA, 18% RATES, TRUNCATED CONTR

- AVG.AMT  AGG.AMT 'FUND DIFF
NEED 9.2 417:7 20:6 i
BEOG 0:¢ D0 0.0
POTAL 0:8 © 0.0 0.0
UNMET 49.2 417.7 2046 -

v | 1

AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 000'S)

i8 7.5 9.8 12,0 15.0 20.6  25.8 30.0

2.9 5,9 7.4 8,9 11,9 14,9 19,9 24,9 29,9 OVER TOTAL .
NEED  473. 456. 451. 44¥. 356. 325. 473. 7] ) v, 418 |
‘BEOG - 0. 0. 9. 0. 0. v. 9. ;
TOTAL . 8. 0. . - Bb. __B. 0. 0.

UNMET. ) 6. -451. 449, 356. 325. 473.

b.v 3.0 6:0

0. U, 6.
9. g: o
g, bs 418, .

(SRR S

NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL
0.0 3.9 6.0 b %] b 25:0 39:0 ‘ :

— ' 9 9 9 29.9 OVER TOTAL:

NEED 6. 6: 3 P 9. .. 49,

BEOG g. ) 0. b

TOTAL b b 0. 7] P 7]

UNMET 6: 9 8. € 3 9

. o, R
. B. b,
e B 49,

PARENT'S/STUDENT 'S CONTRIBUTION

— INCOME - N — - AVERAGE- - AGGREGATE
b.0- 2.9 6. P:0 _ b:0
3.6- 5.9 11. 339;:1 ' 3.8
6.b- 7.4 11, 659.8 : 7.4
7:5- 8.9 11 9789 11l:p
9:0-11.9 27 2255.5 61.9
12:6-14:9 80 5171.7. 414.:
15.0-19.9 86. 2 7774.9 - . 672.4
20.8-24.9 72. 11648.5 833.7

25.8-29.9  35. 17121.9 605. 2 -
30.8-0VER 35.  23841.3 841;2
| ToTAL 376.  9177.8 3450.8
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TABLE 5.

AGG.AMT
139. 6
0.0
b.0
139:6

AVG.AMT
831.7
0.0
0.0
§31.7

FUND DIFF

BY INCUME LEVEL (INCOME IN @¥B'S)

AUERAGE AMOUNTS

20. 0 360
14.9 19.:9° 249 729 -9 OVERE TOTAL
652. 641. 0. ®: 0. 832.
0. g, g. v, 9. P.
ﬂ. g.- p %] ﬁ. . _B.

p.o 3.0 5.0 7 B 12.0 15.0
] 1—9—5&—%4 8:9 g

Nnbu S5¥9. 884. 848. 7

BEOG T d. 8. B

'IU'IAb )

i

lsuMsER BY INCOME LEVE

L

25. 0

b.¥ 3.0 6.0 7.5 9.8 12.0 15:6 20.¢ 3.0 _

2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 '11.9 14.9 19.9 24.9 29.9 OVER TOTAL
NEED 34; 38,7 27.  19. 34, 7. 9. g. . . les.
BEOG 9. 0. 9. o. G. g. 9. v. 0. b. /B
TOTAL D. 0. 9. 6. b, 8. 0. 0. . b, 0
UmmaL, 34, 38, 27. 19. 34. 7. 9. .. . _Bs b "168;

PARENT'
—— INCOME

N

AVERAGE

/STUDENT S CONTRIBUTION

AGGREGATE

6.0~ 2.9
3:b- 5.9
6.0~ 7.4
7.5- 8.9
Y.9-11.9
12.90-14.9
1 15.9-19.9
20.8-24.9
25.9-29.9
36.¥-OVER

34
50.
41,
41.
121,
145,
.220.
137.
.98.
‘9. .
|LOTAL _ _ _ 972. _ 8225.9 . _ 7995.5

-766 1

11668.
17121.9
238p1.3

-26.
-11.
7.
_27.
258.
745.
17836
'1591.8°
1547.8
2151.5

RO WS < (O

W
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[TABLE 6. PUBLIC VOC. SCHOOLS, LOW ISA, 1p8%

e N AVG.AMT 7
NEED 167:9 141:0 23.7
BEUG ‘ P b g.0 R.v
0.0
7.9

AGG.AMT FUND DIFF |

TOTAL E b.® 8.0
UNMET  167. 141.0 . 23.7

AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 0@8°'S) A —

B.0 3.9 6 20,8 25.9 30.9
2.9 5,9 7

NEED 143, 143. :

BEOG - v, 0. . . . b. v.
TOTAL =~ .  ©b. . ' 0 K s Y- 0.
UNMET 143. 143, 143. 138, 141, 121. _143; Y. 0. )

. 0
9 24:9 '29:9 OVER TOTAL
3: gs 2. v. 141.
7
3

3

v
4
3.
b
U/

|NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL ' SR

~J o

) .
4 .
7 19; 9
) 9. . Y Y 0
. 'E . 0. v. 9. ]
; 38. 217. : ] 9

PARENT'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION =
INCOME N  AVERAGE  AGGREGATE

Bigi 2-9
3.6~ 5.9
6;6‘.7;§
7:5- 8.9
9.0-11.9
12.0-14.9
15.98-19.9
20.0-24.9
25.06-29.9
30.0-0VER
TOTAL

34.
56
41.
41,
123,
:145.
220.
137,
94.

972,

b.v
339.1
659.4¢

978.9
2255.5

_7774.9
11608.5

"17121:9

23861.3
8345:1

0.4
16.8
26.9

~39.9.

28BU.6
749,80
l7ﬁ7;?
15910
1547.8
2151:.5
.8111.5




[TABLE 7. PRIVATE VOC. SCHOOLS, LOW ISA; 1##% RATES, NEG: CONTRIBUTION |

N . AVG.AMT . AGG,AMT _FUND . DIFF
76.5 971.8 365.9

) 6.0 - B.Y
3 0.0 0.0
5 971.8 ~365:9

NEED 376.
BECG. 6.
TOTAL 6.
UNMET 376.

RAGE AMQUNT%~B¥—£NGHH#—£E¥£L—iINCOML IN P¥g'sy - - - —

N/ 3.0 6.0 7:5 9.0 12:9 iS;E 200 25.0 300

e 25958 7.4 8;9 11:9 14.9 19.9 24,9 29.9 OVER TOTAL_
'NEED 1199. 1049. 983. 895: 899 724: 832: 0. b:  b. 972,
BEOG 0. @, 'R . 0 v. . b. B. 9. 0. @.
TOTAL 6. 8. v,  @. 0. 0. 0. g. 0. N
‘GNmET 110v. 1049, 983.  895. 899. 724. 832, 6.  b. 4. 972, |

H-'NG

0 7.5 9.9 12.9 15.8 20.8 25.8 36.V
.4 ..8.9 11.9 14,9 19.9 24,9 29 9 OVER TULAL —
2. 44, < 79. 18. 19.

2. g.
v, 6. 6.  ©. 0. 6.
9. ©B. _B. _B. 8. 0. ¥
. 62. 44. 79. 18, 19. @, @

BEOG. 0.
CLUTAL @,
CUNMET Tzl k]

f

PARENT 'S/STUDENT 'S CONTRIBUTION
INCOME N . AVERAGE AGGR
v.u- 2.9 12, ~766.1 -
3v0- 5.9 185, ~223.8 =
v.0- 7.4 87. 186.14

7.5- 8.9 87. 678.5. 58.8
9.0-11.9 1 264, 2p76.17 548:7
12.9-14.9 3¥8. 51452 1582:3
15:0~19:9 466: 7755.8 3617.4
20.0-24:9 291, 11608:.5 3378.4
25:9-29.9  192¢  17121.9 3286.6
3v.p- OVbR 192, 23801.3 '4568.7
LTOTAL . 2u63. | 8225.9 . 16978.2
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[%ABEE 8.

SCHOOLS, LOW ISA, 189% RATES, TRUNCATED FONTR

N AVG.AMT  AGG.AMT FUND DIFF
376.5 317.8 119.7
v.0 b.v g.o
b.v . B.9 B.0
376.5 317.8 119.7
AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 6#0'S)
6.0 3.0 6.8 7.5 9.8 12.8 15.0 20.0 25.9 38.9
_ . 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11.9 14.9 19.9 24.9 29.9 OVER TOTAL -
NEED 334, 327. 318. 308. 303. 282. 334. . 0. . 318.
BEOG 0: ; 0. 0. R D, 2. 9. v. 8. v.
TOTAL 6. . B B 0: 0; K 0. R 0. /8
UNMET - 334. 327. 318. 388. 383. 282, _ 334, P 0. 6, 318;
v.0 3.0 6:p 7:5 9.9 12.9 15.8 20.8 25.0 30.0
- 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11.9 14.9 19:9 24.9 29,9 OVER TOTAL
NEED 72. 82. 62. 44, 79. 18. ITH v; B b: 376
BEOG 9. d. 0. 9. 0. 9. 9. 0. o 0 R
TOTAL @ 9. 0. 2. . 9. 9. B 0. 6. O
UNMET 72, 82. 62. 44. 79, 18, 19, B, 0. b. 376,
PARENT ‘'S/STUDENT 'S CGNTRiBUTiGN
| INCOME . N AVERAGE AGGREGATE
.8- 2.9 72. 0.0 - B.o
3.8- 5.9 195. 339.1 35.7
b.0- 7.4 87. 659.0 57.1
7.5- 8.9 _87. ~;978.0 84.8
9,9-11.9'. 264. 2255.5. 595.9
12:9-14.9 388. 5171.7 1596.5
15.9-19:9  466. 7774.9 3626.7
20.0-24:9 291; 3:15(08 5 3378.4
25.8-29:9 192, 17121:9 3286:6
30:¢-OVER 192,  23861:3 4568:7
TOTAL 2064, '8345,1 17224.4
-
WU
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PUBLIC COLLEGES; MGBERATE ISA; 18P% RATES; ﬁ‘eieaﬁfﬁ;l

.TABLE 9.

,,,,,, N AVG.AMT _ AGG.ANT ___ FUND _ DIFF

EED 528.6 907.8 479.9

BEOG B.0 2.0 6.0

OTAL 0.0 8.0 0.9

NMET 528:6 9¢7.8 479.9

|AVERAGE AMUUNIS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN $98'S) — —

b6 3.0 6.8 7.5 9.8 12.¢ 15.8 28.9 25.8 388

. 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11.9 14,9 19:9 24,9 29:9- OVER TOPAL_
INEED 9637 897 9630 941, 8Y8. 867. Y547 627: b. . ©B. 9p8.
'80G v. 8. . b, 9. b. Qf g. ~ B /B g.
'loiAL . O. A F 6. 0. 4. 0. . 0. 0.
[UNMEL 963. 897. 963. 941. 898. B867. 954. 627. ‘D. b, 9Ywvs.
| NUMBER_BY INCOME LEVEL L
f B.9 3.0 6.4 7.5 9.4 12:0 15.0 28.0b 25.90 30.0 _
- 2.9 5,9 7.4 8,9 11,9 14,9 19,9 24,9 29.9 QVER TOTAL
|§EED  33.  6b.  52.  58. 119. 134.  65. 8. 8. 0. 529.
| BEUG 9. 6. a. b. g. B . B 0. 8. @.
| TUTAL B. . Y. o. 6. _.0. B. a. . 2. v.
UNME'Y 33..__6#. 52. 58. 119. 134. 65, B 'K E. 529. |

PARLNT‘S/STUDLNT S CONTRIBUTION
_ INCOME N AVERAGE  AGGREGATE]
v.v- 2.9 33. -775.8 ~-25.2
3.6- 5.9 65, =573.9 =37.3
6.0- 7.4 65. =352.3 =22.9
7.5~ 8.9 65. -322.3 ~21.0
9:.9-11:9 158: 566:9 802
12:6-14:9 462, 2693:7 1243.9
15.0-19:9  499.  5078.7 2532.4
20.4-24.9 414 8740.7 3615.4
25.0-29.9 <94,  14223.6 2898.7
{30.0-0VER 2v4. 28973.1 2 4274.1
TOTAL 2168. _6787.7 14542.4

o




TABLE 18. PUBLIC COLLEGES,

AVG.AMT  AGG,AMT

185.8

v.0
4.0
185.8

98.2

0.0
B.0
98:.2

NEED
BEOG

TOTAL
UNMET

4

-
AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN DOB'S)

3.6 6.0 7.5 9.8 12.8 15:9
14,9 19.9

5.9 7.4 8,9 11:9

.0
2.9

20.90
24.9

0.0
OVER TOTAL

182; 188;

B .
by B,
182. 188.

183. 183,
”. a.
v, 6.

183. 188.

158.

g.
_ b,
188.

rOTAL
UNMET

188.

188,

. g. 186,
. 8. b.
. /8

. b

9.
0. 8.
186;

/

NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL
5 9.0 12:p 15.¢
<9 11,9 14,9 19.9

2
2

B.
4.

p 36.0
OVER TOTAL

o Ui

NN

58. 119, 134.  65.
. Qo i 'g- ' U- B-
8. " B. D, p.
58. 119. 134:  585.

NEED
BEOG.
TOTAL
UNMET

b: 529,
b. 0.
v, .

£

O & oo S

= O Sshe &

Ly

. 90.7
267.7
347.8
1949.1
2892, 2 :
5178.3 2582.1
8749.5 3623.1
14223:6 2898
20973.1 ~4274.1
6883.8 14923.1

65.
65.
65,
158.
452,
499,
414;
204,
204,
2168.

7.5- 8.9
9-”'_1-1-,9
15.6-19.9
120:0-24:9
25.¥-29.9
36.0-0VER
TOTAL

el




e

ABLE 11. PRIVATE COLLEGESJ MODERATE

N AVG;AMT AGG . AMT FUND - - — DIFP|
NEED 97:9 1127.0 119.3
BEOG 6.0 2.9 , B.v
TOTAL N o B.0 BN
UNMET 97.9 1127.8 119.3

AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 60#°S)

0.0 3.0 6.0 7.5 9.0 12.0 15.86 20.0 25.90 30.86
. 2.9 5,9 7.4 8,9 11:9 14,9 19.9 24.9 29.9 QVER TOTAL
NEED 1248. 1159. 1248. 1226;
)
0
6

. 1129, 1099. 1157. 912. 0. B. 1127,
gEQG, B- U- ﬁ- 77; ﬂ,; ﬁ- Ql gl ﬁ ﬁi ﬁi
TUTAL R g' ﬁ; ﬂo . ”; - bc 777@- _ “c E ﬂ’ ﬂ;

UNMET 1248:. 1159. 1248. 1226. 1129. 19#9. 1157. 912. #. @i 1i27:

NUMBER -BY INCOME- LEVEL

b.b  3.b 6.8 7.5 9.8 12.9 15.9
- 2.9 5:9 7.4 8.9 11,9 14,9 19Y.9
NEED 6: 11+ 9. 10. 22 27. 12.
BEUG . B 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 9. 0. .
TOLAL R K g. 0. . 9. 0 8. . 0. )
UNMET 6 11, 9, 19, 22, "27. 12, 1, g, 9 98.

PARENT 'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION
i INCOME N AVERAGE AGGREGATE |
B.0- 2.9 6- -775.9 4.4
3:0- 5.9 11. -573.9 =6.5
6:0- 7.4 11. ~352.3 ~4.6
7.5~ 8.9 11. -322.3 -3.6
9.0-11.9 217. 506.9 13:9
12.9-14.9 80, 2693.7 215.7
15.4-19.9 - 86. 5678:7 439.2
20.0-24.9 72. 8749:7 627.7
25.¥-29.9 35,  14223:6 5¢2.7
3b.6=-0OVER 35.  2#973.1 741.3
TOTAL 376. 67@7 7 2522.1
i
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1PP% RATES, TRUNCATED CONTR.:

AGG.AMT FUND

DIEF

44.1

b.9
8.9
44.1

N ____ AVG:AMT
9 450.6

NEED 9
P b.o
()
9

BEGG
POTAL
UNMET

_b.P
450.6

0!

3
7

[AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 0pg'S)

P.0 ; 6.0

30.9
OVER TOTAL

6.0 1
7.4 8.
473. 4
. 0.
0. 0.

3.0
o 2.9 5.9
NEED  473. 460.
BEOG p.
TOTAL  ¥.
UNMET 473

il -
~

. 451;
: B
7.

"
9. K
. 451.

460. 473;

""" 12.0 15:8 20.0

14:9

25:9

19.9 24.9 29.9  OVER TOTAL |

30: 6

]

9

2.  27: 1l2. I.
BEOG v. v, 9. 9.
TUTAL ¢
UNMET 2

9. 9. 0.

2. 27. 12. 1.

] .
v L 9 . :
NEED 6 1
]
7]
6

0.

0.
g.
.

. 9g.
b. v.
b. _b.
0. 98.

PARENT'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION
INCOME N AVERAGE
B.v- 2.9 6 8.0
3.6- 5.9 11. 90.7
6.0- 7.4 11; 267.7
7.5- 8.9 11. - 347.8
9.8-11.9 27. 1949-.1
12.9-14.9 8d. 2892.2
15.8-19.9 86. . 5178.3
20+6-24.9 72; 8749:5 628:4
25:0-29:9 35 14223:6 502:7
30:0-0VER  35:  20973:1
TOTAL 376 6883.8

AGGREGATE

[\~]
]

Q0 ) W =
(S IV e R~V )

[\ N

2588.3




|
|
|
|

|TABLE 13: PUBLIC VOC. SCHOOLS, MODERATE ISA, 1P¥% RATES, NEG CONTRIBUT
,””” N AVG.AMT _ AGG.AMT FUND DIFF]
NEED 313.3 877.1 274.8
BEOG 6.0 B:0 9.0
TOTAL - B.D 0.9 - B.9
UNMET 313.3 877.1 274.8 -
;AVEhAGEEAMQHﬂTSWB¥ INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN ¢#p'S)
i .8 3:0 0 7.5  9.p 12.8 15.9 20.80 25.9 36.9
. 2:9 5.9 24 8.9 11.9 14.9 19.9 24.9 29,9 OVER TOTAL
NEED  918. 871. 918. 896. 853. 852. 989. 582. g 6. 877,
iBEOG 0. b 0. 0. Y. b. 0. g, g @, b
ITorAL ¥, ®. _ B. _ B,  d. 0. . 9. 0. 0. 04
lUnMeT 918, 871. 918. 896. 853. 852: 9YP9: 587 0. . 877
NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL : —
) 3.0 ) 7.5 9.0 12.86 15.6 26:9 25.0 -3v.0
2.9 5.9 -4 8.9 11.9 14.9 39:9 24.9 29.9 OVER TOTAL
ANEED - 33, 45, 33. 36. 93. 41, 29. 3. 0. . 313.
BEOG 0. 7 6. 9. "R 'R o, R . 9. g.
TULAL  _@. 6. 0. 0. 0: 9. B o. 0. g.  @.
USMET 34, 45. 33 36. 93, 41. 29, 3. 0. . 313.
B ,\‘ R e T -
| PARENT 'S/STUDENT 'S CONTRL:UTION :
INCOME N AVERAGE AGGREGAYTE
D u.b- 2.9 34. -775.0 -26.4
3.0- 5.9 Sk ~573:9 -28.5
6.0= 7.4 41. ~352.3 -14.4
7.5= 8:9 41; -322:.3 -13.2
{ 9.b-11:9 124; 506.9 63.1
11Z2:0-14:9 145, 2692.7 399.1
15:0-19:9 2201, 5078.7 111%.6
20.0-24.9 137x 8740.7 1157.9
25.0-29.9 Yol 14223.6 1285.8
. 30.v-UVER 9g.. 26973.1 1895:9
 TUTAL 972. 6635:9 . 5866. 1




~_PUBLIC VOC. SCHOOLS, MODERATE ISA, 190% RAYES; TRUNCATED CONTR.

| N AVG.AMT  AGG:AMT FUND DIFF

NEED 313.3 142:5 44.6 R

BEUG ) 0.0 0.0 (

TOTAL b.0 ¥.0 0.

UNMET 313.3 142.5 44.6

|AVERAGE AMUUNTS BY 'INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN mm% 'S) R

| 6:0 3.0 6.0 7.5 9.8 12.9  15.0 28.8 25.0 3p.0 |

_ 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 -11.9 14.9 19.9 24.9 29,9 OVER TOTAL |

NEED  143. 141. 143. 143. 142. 143. 143. 143. 'K . 143,

BEWG 0. 0. b. 8. 8. 0. 9. 0. 9. 0. 0.

TOTAL _ ®. p. B. /B b. 0. R 0. B, 0. 0.
. 143.

UNMET 143. 141. 4143444153,, 1427 143. 143. 143 0.

NUMBEKR BY INCOME LEVEL
B.B0. 3.0 6.0 7.5 9.8 12:0 15.86 2v.9 25.0 3b.0

e 2.9 5.9 7.4 8,9 11.9 14,9 19.9 24.9 29,9 CQVER TOTAL
NEED 34, 45 33;  36. 93, 41, 29, 3. b. . 313.
BiUG 0 0. 9. 0. 9. . 8. . 9. g. v.
TUTAL 0. R 0. 9. 9. 9. ) . g. ') B
UNMET 34, 45; 33. 36. 93. 41. 29 3. 9. o 313
PARENT 'S/STUDENT 'S CONTRIBUTION - '
| ~ INCOME N _; AVERAGE AGGREGATE .

B:0- 2.9 34, g.¢ 9.0

3.0- 5.9 50. 90.7 4.5

6.6~ 7.4 41, 267.7 19.9

7.5- 8.9 41, 347.8 13,2

9.9-11.9 124. 104p.1 129.4

12.9-14.9  145. 2892.2 1 418.9

15.6-19.9 220. ° 5178.3 1137:5

20.9-24.9 137. = 8749:5 1199.1

25.6-29.9 99.  14223.6 1285:8

30.4-OVER 9.  20973.1 11895.9
TOTAL 972. 6271.8 6896.2

t
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TABLE 15. PRIVATE VOC. SCHOOLS, MODERATE ISA, 188% RATES, NEG CONTRIBUTION

N AVG.AMT  AGG.AMT  FUND — DIPP |
NEED 688.0  1835.7 712:6
BEUG ') 0.9 m 0
POTAL Bip 6.0

UNMET 688:0  1035:7 71

.9
.6

l\.‘

3.0 6:b 7.5  9i@ 12:8 15.4 20:6 25.8 30.4
.,5;9 7.4 8.9 11.9 14.9 19.9 24.Y 29.9 OVER TOTAL’
[ 1p9. 1lu87. lﬁl7 Yvp. 1l18v. 773. V. U. 16306,
g. b. b. v. 6. b. v. g. v. v.
. g. g. V. 9. g b d. gi b
,;LiLgLLﬂQLglﬂﬁnglﬂlli Yhp. 1léb.  773. I W: 1p36;

l—-‘l\.‘G"

NEED 11
BLOG

TUTAL
UNMET 1199,

GE\C\CS
1

b

NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL —

0 30

9 OVER TOTAL
b. 688.
g 0.
.  b.
) 688.

¢ .0 5 9.6 12.0 15.9 20:9
9 1:4 Yy 11:9 14.9 19.9 24:9
93. 69 77: 283. 1pI. 61, 6.
. R 0. 0. 0. R 8.
7 7] 7]
8 7 6

d.
—_— — é' )
Nbbb 7
BEUG
|EorAL
JNMET o 7

S ¥r B 6
203. lel. 61.

NYSIG’(\\CC‘
Al e s

TB.E— FE T R 1 ~56.8
Si0- 5.9 185,  -573.9 60, 4
P bio- 7.4 87. ~352. '
| 7.5- 6.9 wl.  -322.
| yie-l1.y  264.  5u.
1z.¥-13.Y 3p8. 2693,
15,6-19.9 466. 5078.
20.6-24.9 291. 8740. 2543,
25,0-29.9 192, 14223. 2730
34.6-OVER 192,  20973.1 4925.8
TOTAL 2664,  6035.0 12456- 3

9
133.9
§28.4

2369.0

8

2,

OV~ ~J \\):\c‘w‘w
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ITABLE 16.

RIVATE VOC. SCHOOLS, MODE

S; TRUNCATED CONTR.

AVG.AMT

_ AGG.AMT

__DIFF

NEED
BEOG
[TOTAL
[UNMET

325.4

6.0
B0
325.4

223.8

0.0

_B.9
223 8

1
AVERAGE AMOUNTS

BY

INCOME LEVEL

(INCOME IN $0D'S)

3.6
5.9

B:0
2.9

7.4

6.0 7.5

8.9

11.9

15.9
19.9

12.0
14,9

9.0

20.0
24.9

25,
29

OVER TOTAL

329.
”l
.

334,

B.
__b.
334.

BEOG
TOTAL
UNMET

329.

334.
2.
0.

334:.

334.
gl
ﬁl

334.

334,
v,
.
334,

325. 298.

33

4;
p.

0.

33

4,

. 325.
0. 0.
6. 0. 0.
p. 325.

b
9
0.
0.
.
v.

BY INCOME LEVEt

NUMBER

6
7 1

15.0.
19;.9

12:0
14:9

9.9
1.9

20.0
24.9

30.0
OVER TUTAL

NEED
BEUG
TUTAE
UNMET

]
9
98.
B
NE
98,

.ﬂ
<4
69.
9.

0.
69.

61,
0.
9.
61.

203,
Y.

181
B.
9.

203. 1#1.

6.
v.

. . 688,
ﬁl
b,

PARENT S/STUDENT

@:B-;Z.
3.0- 5.9
6:0- 7.4
7.5~ 8.9
9.@ 11.9

12 p-13.9

15.6-19.9

28.9-24.9
25.9-29:.9
30.0-OVER

TOTAL

NS

- 192,
2064.

5 CONTRIBUTION

—— Ei E i Z *l 3 E E" G E . E 'G'E. E N E’ '7{~ E 'T" E

9.0
99.7
267.7
347.8
1p40.1
2892.2
5178:3
8749.5
14223 6
20973.1
6271.8

4025.8

12945.8
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TABLE 17.

PUBLIC COLLEGES, LOW_ISA; MARGINAL RATES, NEG. CONTRIBUTION

N

AVG, AMT

AGG.AMT —— PUND — DIFF

NEED
BEOG
POTAL
UNMET

317.4

6.0
6.9
317.4

517.5

0.v
b,
517.

U"I\G

164.2
b.o
B.9

164.2

)
/

ERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN #@#'S)

3.0
5.8

6.0

_11.9

12.9
14.9

9.4

15:0
19.9

20+
24,

25.0  30.1

Y.
2,
NbbD 84
BEOG
TOTAL
USMET .

7
.9
12.
b.
%

842

717.

v.

0

C717.

5
7.4 8
6pl. 4
e.
. B
6Ul.

55.

Lﬁéwsgnumm

455

- 420,

252.

0: 0.
b B
420. 252.

342,

g.
B,
342.

&1S3S"®\DG
=

NOMBER BY INCOME LEVEL

IBEUL )
TUTAL 7/
loaMET

- INCUME

JPARLNT * D/SPUULNI 5 CONTRIBUTION

AGGREGATE

.- 2.9
3.0- 5.9
6.0- 7.4
7.5- 8.9
Y.u-11.9
12.v-14.9
15.96-19.9-
28.9-24.9
25.0-29.9
) EU.ﬂ-OVER

33.
65.
65.
65.
158.
462.
499.

—2:1-3
-25-2
-11.%6
2:6
82:3
628.3
1162.4
1637:.3
1326.9
1975.5
6757, 2 !
——]

)

.
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t

| TABLE 18. PUBLIC COLLEGES, LOW ISA; MARGINAL RATES, TRUNCATED CONTR

AGG,AMT -

— = — . ) D 7EI77
NEED - 317. -

BbOb : ]
TUTAL g
UNMET

p——

3.0
OVER TOTAL

.0 3.0 6.8 9.9 12.9

2.9

v. 16w,
mo @-
. E). 7@"

175. 175, .58 151. 128
ﬁo gi g ﬁ-
B 0.

7.5

5,9 7.4 8.9 11,9 14,9
188. 158
v. b

TUTAL b.

UNMET

188

175,

175,

. 166.

NUMBER. BY INCOME LEVEL

6
1s

12.0
14.9

15.¢

20.0

25.0

LmJ‘

19,9 42419——29—9——QQER TOTAL

NEED 3
BEUG
[TOTAL

nile e
ORISR0

46.
9.
g.

46.

25,
B.
0.

25;

v
0
v
.

gn gi 317
B 0 v
; R BE
0. . 317.

0.0- 2.9
3.0- 5.9
6.0~ 7.4
7.5 8.9

9.8-11.9

12.6-14:9
15.6-19:9

|30.6-OVER
TOTAL

33.
65.
65.
65.
158

0.0
. 78.3
145.3
224.1
" 635:6
1372 9

1ﬂ@ 6
. 634.0 |
1167.2
1637.3
1326.9
1975.5

7o

oo
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'TABLE 19. PRIVATE COLLEGES, LOW ISA, MARGINAL RATES, NEG. CONTRIBUTION

_ AVG,AMT — AGG.AMT_ FUND — DIFP |

b 604.1 47.7 ,
.0 .0

A b.i

604.1 . 47.7

N
NEED 79:
BEOG 6.
TOTAL K
|UNMET 79.

.
S os s

AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 000°S)

b.d 3.8 60 7.5 9.8 12.¢ 15.0 20.0 25.b 30.¥

I 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11.9 14.9 19.9 24.9 29.9 OVER TOTAL
NEED  1127. 915. 811l. 594. 505. 349. 376. 168. 9. 9. 604.
BEUG B V. B v. v. b. 0. g. 6. .  b.
ToTAL 0 8. b. V. _ B. _ 6. _ 9. __B. _ 0. 0. 9. o.
junter 1127, 415. 81l. 594. 5¥5. 349. 376. 168. ~¥.  B. 604,

NUMBER BY INCUME LEVEL

. 9 19. 18. 1e6: 9 1. 6. . 9.

9. 0. 0. 0. 9. . 0. 9. 8. 0.

""" 9 0. 0. ] P Y b, .
9 9 1 )]

io. 18. 16.

PARLNT 'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTIUN
INCUME N AVERAGE = AGGREGA
v.0- 2. 6. -654.2 -3,
3.9- 5; 11, -388.49 -4,
6.0- 7. 11, -177.9 ~2.
7.5- 8. 11, 0 3Y.9 9.
v.0-11. 27, 520.2 14.
12.6-14. 80. 1360.5 1u9.
15.9-19. 86. 2331.1 201,
2U.b-214. 72. »3954.p 284.
25.0-29. 35, 6511.3 238.
36.06-0VER 35. 9693.9 - 342,
TovAL, 376, @ 31t6.8 @@ 1317%;9

E

-

\C AL A\C WO\ b \D D
OVHEG O 8w Sid~d
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Eﬁsné 20. PRIVATE COLLEGES;, LOW ISA; MARGINAL RATES, TRUNCATED eeﬁfé?l

F,,,, N__ AVG.AMT _ AGG,AMT  FUND  DIFF |
NEED 79.8 355.4 28.
BEOG 0.0 0.9 .
TOTAL 0.0 B.0 9.

9.0 ~355. 4 28

N

gVERAbE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 800'S) ‘ ]

]

Y
4o B9 11,9 14,9 39.9 24,9 29.9 OYER TOTAL__|
26. 377. 33¥. 287. 28l. 168, E B. 255,
0.
b
6

7.5 9.0 12.6 15.8 20.86 25:9 300

-
U

1
4

9.9 3.
_ 2 9 5.
NLED 473. &
BEUG ‘d.
LuTaL _e.
UNMET _473.

Mh

v, B @; fd; @. fdi v.
0. 9w, 9. . B, 0. v.
377. 339. 287. 281. 1le€8. 0. 7]

s &
L] [ ] -

‘\Q‘Sw&\ﬁ}.ﬁ‘&

e
N

42

NumsER BY INCOME Lever . _ e

7] 7.5 9:8 12.8 15.0 20.0
4 8,9 11,9 14,9 "19.9 24.9
11, 9. 16. 18. 16. 9. 1.
’ V. (4]
0 %]
9 1

NLEED 6
BEOG  o:
TOTAL 8. 0.
UNMET 6.

0. 9. 9. 0. 0.
. - 0. 9. b. 0.
19. 18. 16, 9,

g:98- 2.9 6. ,p.a )
3.0- 5.9 11: 78.3 g
6.0- 7.4 11 145.3 1.
7.5- 8.9 11. 224.1 2
9.9-11.9 27. 535.6 17 : ,
12.8-14.9 8U. 1372:9 116.0 - | —
15.4-19.9 86. 2340.7 202: 4 S/ ;
20.6-24.9 72. 3954,9 284,90 Vs
25.98-29.9 35, 6511.3 23p.1 S
30: 0-OVER 35. 9693.9 342.6 7
TOTAL 376. 3169.1 1191.6 //
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TABLE 21. PUBLIC VOC. SCHOOLS, LOW ISA, MARGINA
. N AVG.AMT  AGG.ANT PUND DIFF
NEED 199.1 552, 2 110.0
BEOG B.0- b0 B.0
TOTAL 0.0 6.0 , .8
UNMET  199.31 §52. 2 110.9 ]

AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME 1IN dop*'s)

b.v  3:8 6.8 7.5 9.9 12.9 15.¢9 28.4 25.9 38.9
poeeo—2x9 0.9 7.4 8,9 11,9 14,9 19,9 24,9 29,9 OVER TOTAL
NEED  797: 745. 579. 448. 393. 265. 381. 9. 0: . 552,
BEOG 0. P 8. ] D. 9. 0. 0. 0. 0. 9.
TUTAL ] B 6. o. _ ¥. b. 0. 0. 8. 0. _ B.
UNME® 797, J¥5. 579. 448. 393. 285. 381 0. B, ¥. 552,
[ . — - .

,§ﬁﬁﬁ&bt:BY IwCome LEVEI e — —
H / _ _ - .
i / e.e 3.0 6.6 7.5 S.0 12.6 15.8 20.0 25.8 30.8
i 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11.9 1459 19:6 24.9 29.9 QVER TOTAL |
INLbU 33, 4. 30. 23, 51. 12. 9. e, 9. . 199.
ELUb b. 6. B. b. b. 9. 0. 2. 9. 0. s
ITUTAL . 0. 0. L PR N 9. . a. e b,
Jlusmet 34 41, 3p. 23, s1. 12, 9, D, @, g 169,

= I
‘LPARI:.N‘l"b/bTUDbNT S CONTRIBUTION

—.._ INCOME N AVERAGE  AGGREGATE

b.u- 2.9 3%, ~654.2 ~22.3

©3.6- 5.9 56. -388.1 ~19.2

6.0- 7.4 41, -177.9 -7.3

7.5= 8.9 41. 1 39.9 1.6

9.6-11.9 124. 1520.2 64.7
112.0~14.9 145 1360.5 197.9

15.8-19.9 220. 2331.1 512.1

20.0-24.9 137. 3954.p 5419
25.0-29.9 90. 6511.3 568:6
30 B=OVER - 9b. 9693:9 - 876.3
JMPOTEL 972, 2812.2 2733:5

:/i
i,
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—PUBLIC- VOC SCHOOLS, LCW ISA, MARGINAL RATES, TRUNCATED CONTR.

AVG,

AMT

AGG. AMT

FOND

DIFF

N
I99.1

.0
0.0
199.1

I28.7
9.0

25.06
b.0
P.u

25.6

IAVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 0v0°'S)

2:9

2.9 3.0

5.9

6

8 7.5

TGTAL

136.

0.
__Db.
136.

143:

0.
.
143,

1

1

37

9.
p.
37.

125
0.
gl

125,

9’5 12’ﬁ
112.

B. -
__b. B,
112, 111.

lll

n-

1

5,

]

143,

g-

,,Zl
143,

20.9

UNMET

0.
2

[~

b‘

NEED
BEOG
LOTAL
lUNMET

34,
v,
Y.

34, 41.

23.

51.

PARENT'

/STUDENT S CONTRIBUTION
i&vﬁMEnggfﬂmmmmAVERAGE

AGGREGATE

~7.0- 2.
3.0~ 5.
6.0- 7.
7.5~ 8
9.0-11
12,.06-14
15.9-19

9 34.
9 50.
4 41.
9 41.
9 124.
9 145,
9 228.

29.0-24.9
25.8-29.9
34.9-OVER
TOTAL

137.
9@
90,

972

0.9
78.3
145.3
224.1

1 635.6
1372.9
234p.7
3954.90
6511:3
9693:9
2899: 9

Q 9
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[TABLE 23. PRIVATE VOC. SCHOOLS; LOW ISA, MARGINAL RATES; NEG: CONTRIBUTION |

NEED
BEOG
TOTAL
USMET

AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL {INCOME IN ¥pP@'S)

3 7} 6 ﬂ
5.9 - 9 4
802.

0.
r
8Y2.

0.9 9.9
2.9
INEED  988.
BEUG 6.
TOTAL -

7.5 12.8 15.4 24.0

25,4

378.

.
6. 0.
378.

466. 265,

8. b,
8. b,
466. 265.

487

@
er; b
738, 487.

[UHMET

988.

[

NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL

7.5 9.

B.9 11,9

B 12.0
14,9

20.¢
19, ¢

25.0

30.0

24.9 29,9 OQVER TOTAL |

NEED
ﬁEUG
TOTAL

69.
v.
b, 0.

143;

L 143l

52.
0. v.
B. 0.
525

3.
ﬂ.
g.

b.
g.
0.

0.

38.

[T
PARENT'
| INCOME

S3/STUDENI'S CONTRIBUTION
N AVERAGE

AbbRbbATb

.- 2.
<0- 3.
cU- 7.

72, -654.2
lp5s. -388.9
87. -177.9
.87. 39.9
264. 520.2
3p8. 1366:5
466. 23311
291, 3954.0
192: 6511.3
192, 9693.9
2@64 2812.2

TOTAL

~47.3
=40.8
=15.4

3.5
137.4
418. 4
1087.4
1150.7
1249.9
1860.8
5804.5




TABLE 24,

{ARGINAL RATES, TRUNCATED CONTR.

— N - AVG.AMT  HGGLAMT FUND DIFF
NEED 537:6 273.0 146.8

BEOG v.9 8.0 6.9
TOTAL _b.¢ __p.9 N
UNMET 537.6 273.9 146.8 _

AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 6@@'S)

.5 9.9 12.9 15.9 20.9 25.90 30b.0

B9 1129 14,9 19.9 24,9 29,9 QVER TOTAL

256. 252; 193. 242; 29. 0. . 273.
0. 9. 0. 0. 0 b. v. b. -

9. ' E . R /) b.  @.

256.  252. 193. 242. 29. b . 273.

‘wqw

o
O
o
| [Val8 :
(OO N RiTe )
P=p

NS OV

BEOG 0. 0.
TUTAL 9. 0.
UNMET 334. 3@1. 31

b 12.90 15.0 20.¥
.9 14,9 19,9 24,9
43; 52. 33. 3.

9. 9. o. 9.

) ¢

3

NEED 72
BEOG 0 0.
TOTAL ) 9.

- - He - - ,@' ,@-
U'ME[‘ 72- 98- 680 6

143, 52. 33,

PARENT' S/STUBBNT S EONTRIBUTIGN
INCOME = N = AVERAGE AGGREGATE
9.8- 2.9 72. 0.0 2.0
3.0- 5.9 165: /78.3 -8
6:0- 7.4 87. 145.3 - 12.6
7.5- 8.9 87. 224.1 19.4
9.0-11.9 264. 635.6 167.9
12.9-14.9 308. 1372.9 422.2
15.8-19.9 466. 2348.7 1091:.8
20.8-24.9 291. 3954.8 1150.7
25.8-29.9 192 6511.3 1249.9
30.9-OVER 192: . 9693:9  1860.8
TOTAL . 2064, 2899.4 " - 5983.5
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TABLE 25. ¢ PUBLIC COLLEGES, MODERATE ISA, MARGINAL RATES, NEG CONTR.

_ N AVG.AMT _ AGG:AMT FUND- - DIFF
NEED 6212 626.0 388.9
BEOG 0.0 0.9 p.o
TOTAL D.p B.® 0.0
"UNMET 621.2 626.0 388:9

|
o ) - \
0.9 3.9 6.0 7.5 9.8 12.¢ li.¥ 6.0 250 3p:8
— 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11,9 14,9 _1%.3 24,9 29,9 OVER TOTAL - -
NEED 923. 795. 847. 756.- 617. 508. &7, 285 9. 9. G206,
[BEUG b b. = . . 0. 9. 9. 8. . e. 9. o.
| TUTAL ) Y. W 0. v, 6. B, 0. . 6. 9.
UNMET 923, 795. 847. 756. 617. Su8. 467. 285. 0. B, 626,
NUMERR BY INCOME LREVEL
| (] 3.0 6:0 7:5 9.9 12.8 15.0 20.¥ 25.¢4 30.0
i 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11.9 14.4 19.9 24.9 29.9 QUER TGTAL
. INEED 33. 62, 55. 58. 135. 175. 95. ' 8. 9. 6. 621.
BEOG v, 0. g. 9. B. v. v, 0. v, 'R b.
ITUTAL K 9. 9. ¥, ¥. _ d. /B . /B 9: B
'UNMET 33— 62,55, o8, 335, 175,45 8. [ e 621
PARENT'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION
. INCOME . N AVERAGE AGGREGATE
D.v- 2.9 33. -734.9 =23.9 5
3.8~ 5.9 65. -566.2 -36.8
civ- 7.4 65. -508.5 =33.1
7.5- 8.9 65. -427.1 -27.8
9.6-11.9 158. =30.7 -4.9
12.9-14.9 462. 618.9 285:8
15.4-19.9 499, 1403:3 €99:7
120.9-24.9 414; 2795:1 1157.4
25.8-29.9 204 5174:3 1¥54:.5
39.0-OVER 204; 8365.9 1704.7
. _FOTAL 2168. 2202.8 4775.7
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: TABLE 26

RATES, TRUNCATED CONTR

_ PUBLIC COLLEGES; MODERATE ISA, MARGINAL

DIFF

NEED
BEOG
TUTAL
UNMET

N AVG.AMT

FubrAM%F——————FHND
176.7 .

2 106.0
Y ) 9.0
0.9 N 9.0
2 146.u

p—— L

AVLRAGE AM@UNTS BY INCOME—LL¥LL—(INLUML IN Poi" S) e

00
i 2.9

9.9 12.8 15.9

3;b~' )
——ii—g——i4 9 19.9

20.

ro
e
Yol
SO 0

7] 30.0

OVER fOTAB——*

\C U

NEED

183.
BEOG g.
ruTAL .o,
UNMET lBB. 184,

OS\LbU\\

6. 7.
2.4 1 8
184. 1 1
o.
B,

175; i6§ 147;
ﬁ. B 0. 0.
. 4. L. B
. 188. 175, 163. 147.

8 8

@i&i@& b‘s‘.‘

18

188;

8.
-188.

g. b vs

)
2
0. . 171.
v
b
o

7:5 9.0 12.v

NEED 3
BEUG
TOTAL b
UNMET

33.

5. 58. 135. 175.
: v. 9. g.

b, b, W ‘

58. 135. 175. 95,

’
4 8.9 11.9 14.9
5
b

. 0. NF

.
JOOE S e s

® e & @

i
INCOME -

PARLNT‘o/STUDbe S CONTRIBUTION

N AVERAGE AGGREGATE

0.9- 2.9

15.8-19.
20.8-24.
25.0-29.
|30.8-6VER

'TOTAL

0.0 0
20.5 1
58.9 - 3.

78.4 5
345.1
749.7

1464.1

2797.0

5174. 3 1054. 5

8365.0 1704.7

2333.3 '

33.
65.
65.
65.
158
462.
499,
414"
204,
204,
2168,
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TABLE 27: PRIWATE COLLEGESLVMODERATE ISA, MARGINAL RATES; NEG. CONTR. *1
|- o

—_— N | AVG.AMT _ AGG.AMT 44444EUNDgfLAf DIFF
NEED 138.7 ©736.3 162.1 \
BEUG 2. q 0.0 T 0.0 1
TUTAL v:4 0.0 0.9 ‘
UNMET ~ 138:7 736.3 192.1 .
1

'AVERAGEL ANUUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN ¥Y0°'S)

v.8 308 6:6 7.5 9.9 12.8 15.0 20.6 25.6 30.0
2,9 5,9 7.4 8.9 33,9 14.9 19,9 24,9 29,9 OVER TOTAL
NoED 1208, 1454. 993, lu3p. 843, 58l. 576. 268. v: . 736.
BEUG 0. . . o. g 0. b. | B 9. o. 9.
TOTAL o.  b. B. . g. Gs 9. 9. 0. 6.  B.
UNmbL lzbd. lys54. 393, lusw. 843, 581. 576.: 208. ] v. 73b. |
T - — = - —_— -
NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL _ _ B
v.v 3.9 6.8 7.5 9.4 12:0 15.0 20.0 25.¢ 3v.0
A 2.9 5,9 : 7.4 8.9 119 34,9 19.9 24:.9 . 29.9 QVER TQTAL
NEED 6. 11. 11 10: 5. 44, 23. 8 0. 6. 139,
BEUG J. 0. Yy 0. 9. v. 0. 7 . 4} p.
([LUTAL . G. v o 2. LR 0. Y o. o 9.
UNFET 6. 11; 11 1y, 25 41, 23. 8 v. b, "¥39.
I'<', T -Tfi"” P S N M T I T “
PAKUNT 'S/5TUUENT 'S CONTRIBUTIUN X
L INCUME N AVERAGE AGGREGATE
L.u- 2.9 6.  -734.9 -4.1
| 3.6~ 5.9 11. -566.2 ~-6.4
| 6.~ 7.4 11. -5¥8.5 . =5.7
| 7:5= 8.9 11, ~427.y -4.8
I 9.4-11.9 27, -30.7 -0.8
12.0-14.9 8o. 618.9 4Y.6
|15:6-19:9 86.  14v3.3 121.1
2b.0-24.9 72. 2795.1 200.7
125.0-29.9 35. 5174:3 182.9
36.p-0OVER 35. . 8365.0 . 295.7
TOTAL 376. 2202.8 828:3 |




i_mam; 28. PRIVATE COLLEGES, MODERATE ISA, MARGINAL RATES, TRUNCATED CONTR.
],_ .- e —
%::*r:r—ff——%F—————AVB—AMT—MfAGG AMT FUND DIFF
' NEED 138.7 382.6 53.1
lseuu 0.9 0.0 0.0
L TOTAL v.0 0.0 6.y
| UNMET 138.7 38256 53:.1 _ _
AVbKAbE AHOUNTb BY INCOME LEVEL (IN ME Lg,ﬂn@'S) R ]
6.0 3.0 6.0 7. 9.8 12;0 15.0  26.6 25.6 36.0°
L 2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 1k.9 14.9 19.9 24.9 -2929 OVER TOPAL - —
NEeb  473. 46l. 419. 468. 435. 343. 351: 190 6. . 383.
BECG R 0. 0. 0. 2. 9. 9. b. B 0.
TOTAL  B. 9. 6. # v, 8. B, 0. D. 0. v,
UNMET 473. 281, 419. 468. 435. 343. 351. 19u. 0. 6. 383
NUMBER 'BY INCOME LEVEL
8.0 3.0 - 6.0 7.5 9.4 12.8 15.6 20.4 25.0 30b.b
2.9 5.9 ° 7.4 8,9 11,9 14,9 19.9 24.9 29.9 QVER TUTAL
NEED 6. 11. 11. 1¢. 25. 43, 3. 8. . . 139.
BEOG ) @. ¢ 0. 0. ) 0. 0. . 0.
TOTAL ) v. o h. B. o. 9. 0. 6. .
_UNMET = 6. 11 11 1. 25, 44, 23, 8. B. g. 139,
PARENT'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION
_INCOME N . AVERAGE AGGREGATE -
g.0- 2.9 6. p.8 .0
3.0~ 5.9 11. 20.5 9.2 .
6.0- 7.4 11. 58.9 8.7
7:5- 8.9 11. 78.4 B.9
9.0-11.9 27.. 345.1 9.5
12.0-14.9 80. . 749.7 60.0
15.08-19.9 86. 1464.1 126.6
20.v-234.9 72. - 2797.0 200.9
25.0-29.9 35. . 5174.3 182.9
39.6-0OVER 35. 8365.8 295.7
TOTAL 376 2333.3 877.3




TABLE 29. PUBLIC VOC SCHOOLS, MODERATE ISA; MARGINAL RATES, NEG. CONTR. |

- N AVG.AMT - AGG.AMT - FUND DIFF
NEED  346:5 3.6 .
BEOG 6.0 B.0 v.9

Y 9.9

5 3.6

| TGTAL e
UNMET 346

{AVERAGE AEOUNTSWBY'iNéQMEnLéVéL (INCOME IN 066°'S)

3.0

QUER TOTAL
v. 045.
v. B.
b. K
B.  645.

7.5 9.0 12.4 15.0 20.0
8.9 11.9 14.9 19,9 24.9

b
4 9.9 24,9
42.. 711: 586. 489. 474. 249.
B,
0

O U
p

NEED
1 BEUG
ll‘ O 'i\ A L
L UNME'T 87

6. R B. b. 0.
,,,,' ; m' M' ,,,E- ,70- _ B-
750. 842. 711. 586. 489. 474, -24p.

[SSENE I S VR

T i
PNUMBER BY INCOME LEVED L

30.0 N
OVER TOTAL
. 346.
o. b.
v. . B.
-B. 346.

=
[N
~1. O
1
c
c =
=
=N
s
A
S
NI
~E
MR
cuw

O S S|ho s
YT

| PARENT *S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION
;“. INCOME N _ AVERAGE AGGREGATE
t

c0="2.9 34. -734.9 -25:1
‘U= 5.9 50. -566.2 -28:1
L+ 7.4 41, -548.5 -20.8
8.9 41, -427.0 -17:4
.0-11.9 124, -3¢:7 ~-3.8°
4.9 6

9 3

9 1

7

i LA VS I

145, 618.9 8Y.6
22y; 1403, :
137 -2795.

9-29:9 ye. - 5174.
30:¥-GVER 98, 8365.
TOTAL 972. 1964,

CU R W =W
N3
=2}
~3
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1w

rTABLE 30. PUBLIC VOC. SCHOOLS; MOBERATE ISA; MARGINAL RATES,; TRUNCATED CONTR:
_ o \
N AVG.AMT _ AGG.AMT FIIND DIFE
NEED  346.5 134.1 46.5
" BEOG ' .0 g.9v = B.0
TUTAL B 9.0 0.9
UNMET 346.5 134:1 46.5 B
\
2
\x
— N — _— .\l
AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (i&ébhé I8 800'S)
b.o 3.6 6.8 7:5 %2 9 15.8 - 28.6 25.0 30.6
e ._2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9 11 9 149 19,9 --24.9--29.9 _OVER .TOTAL.
NEED- 143. 139. 142. 143. 134. 126. .117. 143: g:° b: 134,
BEOG 0. 9. 6. = . 0. 9. 0. 9. - 8. b. 9.
POTAL 0 ®. 0. B. B, . ®¥: \b.  Bb. Q. 0. 0. 0
UNMET 143,_,139. "142. 143. 134. 1p6. 117. 143. ) 9. 134,
: ) .- . \
| NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL
p.6 3.0 \\6;b 7:5 9.0 12:0 15.9 20.0 25.0° 360 _

- 2.9 5,9 ‘7.4 8.9 11.9 _14.9. 19:9..24.9 .29.9 QVER TOTAL"
| NEED 34. 4. 33. 36. 103. 52. 37. 3. 0 . 346.
| BEOG ¢, g. 9. 2. 0. 8. @. 0. Y. o. R

TOTAL LE 6. | B, B, B B, b. v. v. g. 0.
UNMET 34. 48, 33. 36. 183. 52. 37. 3. g. B. 346.

]PARENT *S/STUDENT'S. CONTRIBUTION

o INCOME———N " AVERAGE. AGGREGATE -
.0~ 2.9 34. g.o 2.0
3:6- 5:9 58. 28.5 1.9

C6.u- 7.4 41. 58.9 2.4
7.5- 8:9 41 78.4 3.2
9.¢9-11.9 124: 345.1 42.9 v
112.6-13.9 145; 749.7 198:6
15.8-19.9 229. 1464.1 321:6
20.0-24.9 137. 2797.9 383.3
25.8-29.9 99.. - 5174.3 467.7
30.0-0OVER 90. - 8365.0 756.2.
TOTAL . .972. 2147.1° - 2987.8
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| TABLE 831.

__PRIVATE VOC. SCHOOLS, MODERATE ISA; MARGINAL RATES, NEG. CONTR.

N

AVG.AMT

AGG:BMT — FUND

DIFF

NEED
BEOG
TOTAL
UNMET

827.
.
.
827.

754.7
9.0
0.0

. 754.7

624.4
)
0.2

624.4

AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN 866°S)

0.0
_ 2.9

3.9
5:9

7.

8,',,-

15.
19

12: 0
4.9

- 9.p
_11.9

5
9.

o

.9

20.0
24,

3b.0
OVER TOTAL

1069
vs
0.

NEED
bLUG
TUTAL

| UnMET 1469,

9z4.
; b.
. b
924,

6.8
7.4
343, 90
v.
0.

923. 9y

/31, o2
”.

6,

<.
ﬁ.
R
2.

586.

0.
b,
586.

1.
b.
b.

521,

164
0.
b,

164,

. 755.
b.
p.

b.
gl
. 755,

731.

0
2.

12.0 15.

D

20.0

14,9 19,9 24,9

25.
29,

30 o
OVER TOSAL -

NEED 72
BEOG

fOTAL
UNHbl-

~J|

NI G‘N‘kﬂ S

132, 1u
v.
b.

235, 132. 1§

7.
.
g,

2@
@\
2w

v. 827;
b. Y.
0. /B
v. 827.

P

_N

ENT'5/STUDENT 'S CUNTRIBUTION
INCOME.

AVERAGE

44AQQRLGATL

L o-
;@—
c0-
. 5=

9,06-11
12.0v-14
15.6-19
20.0b-24.
25.6-29.9

Nows

2.9
5.9
7.4
8.9
-9
.9
.9

&

30:D~-OVER

72,
195.
37.
87:
264,
358.
466.
291,
192.
192,
2064.

-734.9
. =566.2
“508.5
-427.9

-3u.7

618.9

"1403.3

'2795.1

5174.3
8365.4
1964.8

-53.1
-59.6
-44.1
=37.0
=8.1
19%v.3
654.6
813:4
993, Z
lﬁﬂS 7

TOTAL

__ 4¢55.4

=4

7 e




=g7=

ATES; TRUNCATED CONTR

TABLE 32; PRIVATE VOC. SCHOOLS, MODERAT

— N AVG.AMT  AGG,AMT _FUND _DIFF
CINEED 827.3 3B.0 © 248.2
- BEOG 0.0 SN D0
CRUTAL R, : 9.0 . 9.9
| PNMET 827.3 300.9 248.2 o

6:0 - 7:5 9.0 12.0 15.0 20.¥ 25.0 30.0

¢ . 0
9 7.4 8,9 11.9 14,9 19.9 24,9 29,9 OVER TUTAL
26. 307. 334. 3v9. 282. -256.  137. 0. 0. 3ve.
0. ' 0 ) ) v
7]
6

LU N, S

NEED 3
BEOG
TOTAL
- [UNMET 33

9. 9. 6. b. . b, 0. b 0. v.
) 6. _ 8. 0. 0. . Y. . b.

BSOS S
viow e

. 326. 387. 334. 3p9. 282. 256. 137. 0. b. 3.

NUMBER B8Y INCOME LEVEL ]

9.8 12.6 15.6 20:6 25:0 30.0

é e mee = -
9 11,9 14.9 19:9 24.9 29.9 OVER TOTAL |
7. 235. 132, 1le7.  2u. R p. 827,

. 87

2.9 5,9 7.4 8,
NEED-  72. 1@83. 88. 7 ?
BEOG 0. 0. 6 6. 0. 0. 6. 0. 0. 6. 0.
TUTAL ¥ 6: 6.  B: 6. B, 6. D. b, 0. 0.
UNMET 72, _'03. 86. 77. 235, 132, 1v7. 20. __ #. _ p. ‘827.

PARENT 'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION -
INCOME ) AVERAGE AGGREGATE ;
b.0- 2.9 72, 9.0 Y.u
3.0- 5.9°  185. 2.5 2
6.0~ 7.4 87. 58:9 5
7.5~ 8:9 . 87, 78.4 6.
1
2

9:0-11:9 264. - 3451 9
12:0-14.9 - 308. ~ 749.7 230
15.9-19.9 166. 1464.1 682.9
20.9-24.9. 291, 2797. 18 814.0
25.9<29.9° 192,  5174.3 9932 | .
38.6-0VER 192, 8365:0 . 1605.7 : -

TOTAL 2064; 2147.1 4431.6 |-
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TABLE 33. PUBLIC COLLEGES, LOW ISA, CURRENT UNIFORM METHODOLOGY

—_ N AVG,AMT  AGG;AMT FUND ~  DIFF
NEED 241:9 2930.9 708.9 4
BEOG .0 0.0 B.u
)
9

TOTAL ,
UNMET 24

2930.9 708.5 .

 AVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN WU8'S)

————— e

' bio 3.0 6.0 7.5 9.8 12.0 15.8 20.4 25.6 30.6
. 2.9 5,9 7.4 8.9 11,0 14,9 19.9 24:9 29,9 OVER TOTAL
NEED 4453, 41v4. 3125, 2326. 2311. 1291, 1271, ) '
BEUG . @. 0. 9. 0. 9. b, )
[IUlAL . b. B, __ b, 0. 0. 9. . B. 0.
UNMET 4453. 41v4. 3125. 2326, 23%1. 1291. 1271: 0.

i

'NUM&LR 8y INCOME LbVEL

g. 3.0 6.6 7.5 9:4 12.8 15.9 20.9 25.9 3u.
; 2. 59— 74 8.9 1.9 14,9 19.9 24,9 24.9 UVER HIAL V. P
NELD 3 Y )
BEUG 9
TULAL
UNME'T 3

49.  44. 31. 43. 23. 2y. ). B. B. 242,
9. 9. 0. 9. 9. 2. . o. 0. ‘R
8. B'R Y. 8. 0. Bb. B, 0. 0. b,
49, 44, 31. 43. 23. 20. b. B. - Be 242

WS W yC\G
DY YA

PARbNP'S/bTUULNT'S CONTRIBUTION '
INLUMb N AvtﬁﬁhﬁggggAbthGAfb N
33, -4265:5 -138.7
65. -2636:7 - =171.5
65, -1308.7 -85.1
65 -29.4 -1.9
158. 1681.6 266.1
3462. 5115.5 2362.3
499. - 7731.6 3855.3
414. 1llew8.5 4807.40
95.0-29.9 264.  17121.9 '3489.3
30.b-UVER 204. 23801.3 4850.5
WTOTAL 2168, ©  8871:4 . ...19233.2 |

H
TN
L

1
TR

[ >3

N~ O WS
x;;;aegg
1
L O~ U
3:01\51\![‘1\51-&& Ll

[\~
M
-l:b
\D
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TAEL343§444£EEV£TEﬁCéﬁLEGBS; LOW ISA, CURRENT UNiiékM méTHODoLoGY ,

¥ 3.0
o3

- 64
7

[ 7.5
8.9 .

Y
o L2

NEED
BEUG
FOTAL .
4176.

31

31

— A
84, 2378. 1
’F
b, B,
84.

UNMET 4738.

2378. 18

b 12:9
9 14.9
7. 10238,
. 6.

_b.

i9281

. N AVG.AMT _ AGG.AMT —— — PHNR— BIRP—- — |
NEED 49.2 2757.9 135.7
BEUG 9.9 0.0 bib
TUTAL 0.9 . U.o
UNMET . 49.2 2757.9 135:7
BVERAGE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN B90'S) =

15.9
19.9.
1556
2.
0.
1556.

20. 1

LEN N &

3.6

OVER TOTAL
. b. 2758.
[/ @, |7
0. 6. b
275y,

12.8
14.9

" 15.%

19.9

20.0
24.9

25:0 30.8
29:9 OVER TOTAL

UNMET

S

6.
9.
¥,
6.

3.
s
b.
3:

b IEF 49,
0. 9. 0. 0.
b, b: b, ©.
B. v. b. 49,

_ INCOME N

PARLNT S/STUDENT S CONTRIBUTION

AVERAGE

AGGREGATE

6.
11.

9

9

4

9 11.

9 27-

5 80.
e 86.
) 72.
35.
35.

376.

25.0-29.9
30:9-OVER
TOTAL

11.

-4265.5
-2636.7
-1308.7
~25. 4
1681.6
5115:5
7731.6°
11668.5

- 17121.9

238p1.3

8871.4

~24:1
-29.7
-14.8
0.3
46.2
409.7
668.6
833.7
605.2
841.2
3335:7
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TABLE 35. PUBLIC VOCATIONAL SCHOOLS, LOW ISA; CURRENT UNIFORM METHODOLOGY

: N_. AVG.AMT  AGG.AMT FUND DIEE
NEED 167.9 3138.6 526.8
BEOG 0.9 8.0 v.o
TUTAL 0.0 __ 8.0 R
UNMET 167.9 3138.6 526:8

AVERACE AMOUNTS BY INCOME LEVEL (INCOME IN B#86'S)
0.9 3.0 6.6 7.5 9.4 12.¢ "15.0 20.8 25.6 30.
2.9 5.9 7.4 8.9. 11:9 14.9 19.9 24.9Y 29, Q_AQVLR TOTAL
NEED — 44¢8. 4¥59. 3UBb. 2281. 2266. 1246. 1226. 0. 9. 2. 3139.
BEOG 0. 0. 0 . b. v, p. . o. o. 9. 0.
TUTAL b. "B v: v, ¥, b. b 0. g. 0. B
UNMET 4488: 4v39: 3080. 2281l. 2266. 1246. 1226. V.  B: Bz 3139
\
]
i,_.,.\ -,...:_.;Z__ —
Pumdbx 3Y INCCME ansﬁ B o
Ui 3:0 6.0 7.5 9.0 12.9 15.8 20.8 25.8 3b6:0
ceZad 539 7.4 8.9 11,9 14,9 19,9 24,9 29.9 GVEK TOTAL
NELD 34. 38, 27. 19. 34. 7. 9, 9. V. b. 168,
EOG D 0 v. g. 0. /R 0. /R 0. g v.
TOTAL v: 9. v. 0. d. /B F 9. 0. . 9.
PNMDT 34. 38. 27. 19. 34. 7. e. 9. v. b. 168,
PARENT'S/STUDENT*'S CONTRIBUTION
INCOME _ N AVERAGE AGGREGATE

.v~ 2.9 34, -4265.5 -145.1

3.8~ 5.9 - 5p. ~2636.7 =136.7
[ 6.0- 7.4 41, ~-13v8.7 " =-53.4

7:5- 8.9 4], . =29.4 - -1:2

Y.p=11.Y 124, 1681.6 z49.2
12.0-14.9 145. 5115.5 - 740.9
15.4-19.9 226. . 7731.6 1698:4
20.6~-24.9 = 137. 11608:5 1591:¢
25.6-29.9 T'F 1712159 1547.8
30.6-UVER Yo, 23801.3 '2151.5
TOTAL - 972, . 7827.5 76¢8.3
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E?BLE 36: PRIVATE VOCATIONAL SCHOOLS, LOW ISA, CURRENT UNIFORM METHUDOLOGY
S N AVG.BAMT  AGG:AMT FUND DIFF
NEED 376.5 3155:8 1188:1
BrOG 0: 9 -9 b.v
TOTAL R 0.0 0.0
- UNMET 376.5 3155.8 1188.1
o
AVbNAbE AMUUNTS BY INceMv LEVEL (iNtGME iN ﬂ@ﬁ 'S) ]
0.0 3.0 6.8 7.5 9.0 12.p 15;@ 20.0 25.0 30.0
L 2:9 5.9 _7-4_ 8.9 11.9 14.9 19.9 24.9 29.9_ OVER TOPAL |
NEED 4599. 4142. 3089. 2283. 2216. 1219. 1417. 9. ?. 4. 3156.
BEOG v. 0. 9. g. 0. 0. 6. g. v. . .
TOTAL  ©.  W. b. ©v.  B. b. 0. 0. 9. 0. .
UNMEYT 459Y. 4142. 3089. 2283. 2216. 1219, 1417, Q. a. B: 3156 |
NUMBER BY INCOME LEVEL B -
6.0 3.0 6.9 7.5 9.9 12.6 15.8 20.9 25. 36.0
—— 2.9 59 7.4 — 8 _H_*ﬁﬁﬁ:kﬂb%gzw&&
NEED 72. 82. 62. 44, 79. 18: 19: 0: v: 0. 376:
BEOG 6. @.’ 0. B 0. ¥ 0. ﬂ: k): Y. ?).
TOTAL v 'R g . B LE K 9. 0. R v. 0.
UNMET  72: 82. 62. 44. 79, 18. 19. 9. 9. b. 376.
PARENT 'S/STUDENT'S CONTRIBUTION
‘ INCOME N AVERAGE AGGREGATE
g.6- 2.9 72: -4265:5 ~-398:1
3:.6- 5.9 . 105. -2636:7 -277.6
6.0- 7:4 - 87. -1308:7 -113.4
-~ 7.5- 8.9 87. -29:4 ~2.5
9.0-11.9 264, 1681.6 444.3
12.p-14.9 308. 5115.5 1573.2
15.8-19.9 466. 7731.6 3606.5
120.0-24.9 z91. 11608.5 3178.4
125.0-29.9 192. 17121.9 A
30.6-0VER 192, 23891.3
TOTAL __ 2p64.  7827.5 _ I |
I
~ L
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~ e

LlABL'E 37.  PUBLIL CULLEGES, SUGGESTED METHUDOLOGY J :
! N AVGLAMT  AGGL.AMT - FUNU DIFE
NEEU lol.4 3941 63.06 !
BLUG 0.9 0.0 U. 0 l
TUTAL Vib 0.9 v.o j
UNMET iol: 4 394.1 63: b e —— |
N/
77_ —— . T I e i
svzhnuh HooUnls BY lwhunbfbebu (leumn IN bwp' ;) — -
. DYER Artdy
i .
| U.u Se 0.u 7.5 9.0 12,8 15.0 Zu.¢ 250 3.
: 4.9 5:y 7.4 8.y 11.9 14,9 13,y 24.9 29.9  UVER TOUIAL-
TWNLRU TTT396T T 365¢ 355, 2ZBb. 283, 17v. V. b. 0 p. 394,
SLUG us . . . vs v, 6. u. s v, .
bt UTAL v,  u. b. Ui v. v, 7R 'R 0. u. U.
Louseed 5vs0 3us. 355, 2Be.  zod. 17v. Be W; g, b. 394,
| NUMBER 8Y InLUmt LEVEL S R
| Vie  3iw 0.0 7.5 Yie dz.9 150 28.0 5.8 3p.g
zZ:9 5.9 7.3 6,9 11.9 ls4.y 19,9 24.9 29.9 _OVER 'TUTAL
M iw 33. so. 31, TUNRTT Tzz. TR u) b F v, lol.
CoBLUG v, U. 0. 0, 0. U. 78 B 0. U. v,
: rottac u. . Y. R b. b. Y, v. v. v. 5
. Yo 33. 2%. . 31. 1o, dia- 5. 9i B We ——0, lot, !
;- PanLivt's/olooent s CONTRIBUY U ]
lolune .. W AVRKAGE AuGroGaTle
“u.u- 2.9 RN =4lv.b -13.3
| 3.u= 3.9 b5, -84.7 -3.5
' vip- i;é b, 191.7 lz05
: 'i.3~ ) U, 439,48 28.b
Y.u-li.y 158, v4z.3 149.1 .
D olziu-1d.y 402, 19417 . 896.7 '
| Io.u~19.9 499, 3085.2 1>38.4
| 2u.0=24.9 414, 4769.4 1950.1
| 25.6=259.9 Z04. 7698, 6 1446.5
| Ju.vu-uvex 204, ¥y33.8 Zvz4.4
l tulan zloo. 3702:7 ow2i.s
LRI



IABLE 48, FRIVATE CULLEGES; SUGGLESTED METHODOLUGY |
, N _AVeLAWI. _ Acc.,Ard FUNL - - - plEr
NLEU 47.2 4505, 21.6
DLUG v.0 v.0 Ve
Toran v.0 V.0 .9
oIkt 47,2 458, 2l.06
AVLIGBGE AMOUNTD BY 1wCUME LeVeEL (LaCUbt 1ls 6db's) o
U.U 3. 6.0 7.5  v.b lz.v 15.v 29.6 Z25.06 3uiu
Z.9 5.9 7.4 5.9 1l.9 14.9 19.9 24.9 4%.Y UVEKk 1'UIHG
TALul 883, 6lz. 346.  326. 320 los:s  lsb. u. . 6. 4598,
BEUIG U. U . U, 7 0. U. 0. 0. U
TUVAL b. d. v. 'k N o, . 0. u. U. J.
Uiwirl so3d.  blss  44b. 328, 32y, 165, 1yb. 0. U, v. 450,
[Wuiisik BY INCUNE LBEVEL -
V.o 3.0 biw Tid Y. 12.0 15.0 20.9 25.6 3w.0
g 5.9 7:4  B.Y t1.Y 14.9 19.9  24.9 25,9 UVLE PULAL
NELL 0. il 9. o. v. 4. 3. v, 6. 9. 47/,
Bouk . 0. U, v. . 0. . . U, U. G,
1TOTAL U, 0. 0. U, 0. 0. U. g. U. v v.
obneT b. 11 g, 6. Y. 4. 3. d. 0. U &l
PARBNT "o/5TVUuENT's CUNTRIBUTION
INCUBIE N AVERAGE AGGREGATE |
diu- 2.9 o. -410.5 -2:3
"3.0= 2.9 1i. -84.7 -l.e
b.u~ 7.4 1is lyl.7 2.2
7.5~ 6.9 11 439.4 5.0
Y.u-11l.9 27. 94z2.3 25,9
l2.0~14d.9 B0. 1941.7 155:5
15.6-19.9 5%, 3665. 2 266.6
Zb.6-24.9 72: 4709.4 336.2
L:0=29:9 35, 7990.9 - 259.9
3% .U-0VER 35, Yy33.8 351:1
TUTAL 370. 3702.7 13vz.2
[}




TABLE 395 PUBLIC VUCATIUNAL SUHUULS, SUGGESTED i ObDOLOGY
I N AVG.ANT _ AGGssnf  FUND Ul
< | NELU 1i7.v 3Y0.v 46.3

BLUG 0.9 B0 V.l
PiuTaL Uib 0.0 n 7
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