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College participation: by, Income: guartile

College participation rates of unmarried 18-24 year olds
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Gapi iR educationallattaimmment By race

Proportion of population 25 years or older with at least 4 years college
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Access Denred

Percentage of 1992 High School Graduates
Attending College by 1994
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Percentage of 1992 High School Graduates
Attending College by 1994
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IHIStery eff state: stpport for public higher education

Current fund revenues from state and local appropriations in
public institutions per student, 1999 dollars

Recession
(NBER)
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State: appropratiens; for higher education
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IHIgher education share: ofi state: hudget
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The relatienship between
appropiatiens and tuitien
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NCES coellege cost stuady

NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS

Statistical Analysis Report December 2001
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“For public 4-year institutions, revenue
from state appropriations remains the
largest source of revenue and is the single
most important factor associated with

changes in tuition.”




Shifiting| burden eff paying for college

Figure 6:  State Support and Tuition and Fees as a Share of Educational and General
Expenditures in Public Institutions

Source:; Author’s calculations from National Association of State Scholarship and Grant Pro-
grams (various years); Duantum Research Corporation (2000)
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Meximuim: PelllGrant: as) %, of public 4-year COA
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State nen-needt grants; as %) of tetal
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Vet aid = Impact 6 college acecess

Civill Rights Project report, August 2002

a Georgia: Over 90% ) of expenditures on IHOPE went to
students,whoerwoularhave attended collegeranyway;
programi /icreased the gap ini college participation
petween white and African-American students

a Elorda and Michigan: Grants awarded dis:
proportionately: te raciall majoniy/ students and
students In wealthier communities (these with higher
participation rates)

x New Vexico: No impact onracecess; did shiifit some
students from 2-year te 4-year institutions. 80% ofi
recipients were from| families with' income >$40,000
PEr year, above the state’s median income of $38,000
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Proportien ofi Students receiving instittiienal grants
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Changes in instittivenal grant: dellars, 1998 te' 2000
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Changes in instittivenal grant: dellars, 1998 te' 2000

B Non-need 0O Need

=

Bottom quartile Middle quartiles Top quartile
(<$30K) (>$82K)

© 2004, D.E. Heller Full time, dependent students in 4-year institutions Author’s calculations from NPSAS 17




Proportien ofi tetal dollarsireceivead, 1998 e 2000

(nen-need andineed grants, combined)
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Middle income: melt?
Enreliment by Sector and Inceme guartie
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Full time, dependent students
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The challenges

Managing| the “perfect sterm: (IDenoer Currs)) of
lncreasing demand!and Ilagging resources

m Operauing expenditures

n Capital expenditures

x e promise oif technolegy?

Convincingl pelicymakers and instituticonal
leaders to target reseurces efficiently and
effiectively

Unknoewni impact off NCLE' on preparation,
demand, and participation
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Website

http://www.personal.psu.edu/deh29
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