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Tultlon increases in 11linois public senior
1nstrtut10ns are reylewed in light of factors being overlooked. These
factors suggest the’nevw emphasis on tuition could (1) spiral into
Jhigher taition.in the future, (2) create 1ngxeased state response to
provide’ fingncial support for students who Would otherwise £ind )
higher chamrges a barrier to enrollment, (3) neglect qualitative
consideration of ~applicants when choosing a collegée and the price
elast1c1ty of the demands for high educatlon, (4) effect the middle
income famlly not eligible for studen& aid, (5) havé a negative .
effect on junior colleges and the under enrolled private sector,’ and-
(6) force>some institutions to malntaln'or»lower -their nonresident
tuition in order to fill ‘their" fac111t1es. (MIM)
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/ . SOME FACTCRS n)‘:z;-c CUVERLOOKF. &S .. INCREASH TUTLTON !
. \ AT GUR PUBLIC SONIOR INS ITUPTCNS )
—— e 4 '

eral "Assembly has found and hereby declares that
ision of a higher education for all residents of this
desire such an education andé are properly gualified
is dimportant to the welfare and sccurity of this . '
State and Wation, and conseauently is an important puHJ‘c pur-
pose; .anv gualified students are ufk»rvcc by financial con-
siderations from combleting their eun¢tlon, witnh a_consequent .
irreparable loss to the State ard Nation of talents vital to
N welfare and security. The ‘number of cu“llfled persons who
desire higher education'is increasing ‘rapidily, and the phys-—
ical faClllLlCa, facultics, and staffs of the institutiocns of’
higher ‘learning operated by, tha State will have to be cxpanded
_greatly to acconodate such persons, with an attendant sharp in-
. crcase in the cost of educating.such versons. A system of finan-
’ cial assistance of scholarships, grants, and guaranteed 1o; 1912
’ for qualified residents of co11ece age will enable them to agtend
cuallfJed 1pst1tut10ns of their choice in the - State; public ok ‘
private.' . y . s
. Qucdtations from-Eigher Educat*o K
. . Student Assistance Law (School Code
of Illinoig——Sectjon 30-15)

< .
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This year, the State of Illinois is changing the way it helps students frow

‘ '- - "--‘ * > -
o Illinois through their public universities, and studepts and their parent%~now v
. . . . l
must ask for financial help in order to get it. ‘Government leaders have told the

- -
~ ‘e

-
- - "

State's “educators they will preserve the State's commitment to making quality

s higher educatlon/avallable to our youth. But, they say, they are scrapping the
traditional way this has been done. A century of low tultlon for all Illinois
_\ . .
students and tuition waivers forrsome is being replaced by higher tuitions at

¢ . . . . \/>

. our public senior institutions with thé State paying the tuitiongand_fees of those
who nced help in mee'tiﬁ these and other rising costs., . .
- . k] ) .

State government ficials are talking about eventually exteﬁding the bene- b

v - ’,

fits to include expenses beyond tuition and fee costs for the neediest students.
‘ The new method relies onthe Illinois ‘State Scholarship Commission to assume the
* | S \ ’
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. burden of highgr tuition fox, «hose wiio would be hurt by it. But students and

J
)

. s b . p oo T
" theix' parents must apply to the Commission for help in orxder, to re%FLVé ady -bene-
fits under the new, system. All of this change has come about rapidly with limited
- . Ve -
public debate and little public communication. ) ..
. . . . .

Evidence of the State of Illinois’ success in keeping thition low for Illinois

~ / R .
residents is show! by the position of the University of Tllyﬁ?is.rclative to other
- '. /.'I s
N public Big Ten schools at the start of the 1970's. The University of Illinois re-
] o ' .
. ceived less than half as much tuition and fee income per student as any other public
® university ir the Big Ten (and the’same is true for all other Illinois public ani-
v‘— . . o »
. versities): . R
. . ’ ¢ »
TUITION & FEE INCOME *~
v UNIVERSITY /“- PER STUDENT
% \\) . Michigan . g , 8771y - 7
; . - Iowa . ) " 656 ) .
! "+ Ohio State, . ! 653 .
i ‘ Michiggn State ~ . 1/ 648
: Wisconsin . T . 505
« Purdue - - T - 504 - LI
. Indiana ' " 486
\\ Minnesota 486
s Illinois . . - " 206 . .
N This was due not only to law tpition and tuition waivers for Illinois students,

but also to the emphasis on énrolling Illinois residents rather-than out-of-state
undergraduates who pay higher tuition. Nipety-seven out of 100 undergraduatcs in

1 - .

sour publié senior institutioné.are from Illinzis, a significantly higher'resident

. e ' ‘ %
, a /
percentqée an the averagé oﬁvstates in the Midwej!. And approximately % of
/ « *

v 1 ; .
__—//ﬁfj_:\}llinois sthdents enrolled in.public senior institutions have been p;ovide& sta-

;- tutory tuition waivers duxing the past five years.

The low tuition charged,.to Illinois students in the past amgunt

&
subsidy of rich and poor alike. Now, stafe payments of the hi

er tuition and
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fees are available only to those who apply to the Illinois State Scholarship

. Commissyon and to those who®@re eligible for scholarships or grants. And to he

. . N (
they must show ‘that they nepsd the financial help. o \ )

. !

.o ) s . . . .
Burehu of the Budget Director has_said, "Cne funding source you
. - .

eligible

The ptate's

will have to tap cven mpre in tie future thoin you do ikw is your students and tleir, s
L . . . *
families. Many of them can and will pay more than they do at present for the cd-
B . i [

O

ucation you give them. But the State's response must be to provide increased sup-

. ;
vort for students who would find the higher charges, or vhaq, already find present

. charges, a significant barrier to enrollment."” )
» o, " . 5 . '
: . . .. . . . c L I s, .
The new emphasis on tuition income for the universities and ISSC aid for
3 o ;
students and their families could spiral into still higher tuitions in the future, , 0
- £ /‘. -
according to the State Budget Directoxr. "If we spend state higher education funds
. \ ) » .

assisting students,witl costs other than tuition and fees, that may reduce the
. i\ o

-

total amount--difect, in institutional Audgets, and indirect, through your inv%?e"
o : ' o

R

o

_ fund--that you will receive fiom the State toward your operations. This in
o .. .

er’ tuition increases than you in the public sector might

A *
turn may pecessitate f

od enoudh to preserve what access apd choice
s,

’ ‘

to extend it considerably for these in the

o
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Furthermore, tuitior increases are being forced in the public seniorYsector . o

- in order to improve the priZetfccmpetitive position ©f Illinois private institutions.
“ . ‘ .
. .
Supposedly, these institutions have "excess.caﬂacity" which will be utilized if
. ’
their undergraduate enrollments increase. It is significant to note, however,

that the enrollment in-these institutions has remained at a constant level for

- 3

S the past six years, that their undergraduate enrollments dropped during the past .

o
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four years while their graduate envollments increased, andgthat little bailding ™ -
g ' 2 - < 3
expansion has occurred. While some of the private institutions report their ’

. . . )
enrollment capacity to the- State Pcevd i Higher Educatioun, there has never been
¢
- . 13 LI
a thorough analysis of all the rerourcrs in the private sector. Inrollment ca- .
. " . ~

pacity is dependent upon not cnly spac:, but the'efficient ‘combination of syace,
b - ' ' ! * . .
operating funds, faculty, administration, etec. The fact is, we do not know'what
the real capacity is in the private sector.
[

-
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To £ill the gép between operating needs and available funds, a substitute
? - :

suggestion for financing lias been introduced b the excéutive.branch of State ’

.Government. The publjc scnior institutions in Illinois have been forced to
. ‘\ ' ’
embrace a ne¥ pﬁilosophy—jhighor education is a commodity to be purchased, (o

»

be cohsumed.. But the ncw.philosophy ha' been tested only ggainst financial neced

v

-

considerations--little ox no thought has been given to the quelitative consideration
; .

%

our’ parents and their ch;&efen apply ‘when choosing a coilege. And little or no

-

- H

thought has been given to the price elasticity of the demani/jor higher education.

It can be stated with some certainty that low income families will "purchase'y
0 L : ;

_education in larger Quantities, if the effective price is reduced to them through

o S———— SWaR o w4 g

ISSC grants. _But how much more? And will the new "consumers" be ad academically

e

ible as the children of middle income families who will have to "purchg§c“ cducation

-

H

, ; in smallex quantities as tuition increases?’ If higher ducatign is a “consumagle," :
1 -
t ané if our public junior colleges are providing the same product‘as ouxr public ’ ,

. . L}y W

l _senior institutions, then why not increase the tuition cost here also? “The ;égc_

. . . >

1 ha§ been bromised full fundin@,for students in both the public senior andﬁyubi%g *

g , .
’ <

juniox institutions.’ , . «
There are a signgfigant number of Illinois youth who attend pubiip igﬁ“priyate
. . by ¥
. st Y 4 T
colleges in other states. If cost were the only’ consideration, these studéhts -
: | ® . °
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would be ecxerting greater pressurés cn our expanding junior colleges in the public

sector_and upon our supposedly under-c¢nrolled privete sector. Perceived quality

o -
’ -

. . . o« - -
must be one of the .factors influencing decisiorns to attend out-of-state. :

L

-

.. The ?;hbcr of erirolled students has reached a relatively steady state in our ¢

public senior institutions--even before it was expected when populdtion statictics

‘and enrollment trends are considered. Population statistics show that higher )

x ’ . AN .

* education enrgllment pressurgs will subside in cvery state in abaut five more
v . o -

years. A.cgmpetition for out-of-state students could develop in some states at

[y - /

their institutions %ry to maintain optimal enrollment. They may be forced to o0 .
. v : . "

Lhog

3

1
RN

or in fact lower their non-resident tuition in order to £ill their fa-

~ * maintai
.t .. ’ , [} .

. - ’ :
)cilities. (A Kansas 'district court has recentIy ruled that a student who regis- r

ters to vote-in a college town Becomes a legal resident of that town and Es,no'
; . . > . .
longer subject to the higher out-of-state tuition charges. This casc will only

-

serve to support this possible enrollment competitfon.) If Illinois clects to )
. L)

v

. ~ .

raise tuition without maintaining of’improving the quality of its public senior
. )

4 ’ institutions and if the price differential betweeh our institutions and those of
. . ' /.
" other ‘states' become small enough to be offset by qualitative considerations, the R .

.
~ » - » ?

E b migration of our students to other stateg could continue.to gfow at just the time

1S -

. . n 3
. - . we can provide spaces-to all of them.
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